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Railroads Reduce Proposed Handling Charge on Freight at Ports 


I.C.C. grants short-notice permission also to 
modify tariff of increased charges, X-212, to 
reduce proposed increase on river-rail coal 
shipments. Many protests and reauests for oral 
hearing and for suspension of tariff received by 
I.C.C. One protestant says X-212 contains a 


‘general increase’ rather than a ‘selective in- 
crease. Fowarders oppose railroad proposals 
but, file increase on’ off-line traffic which 
N.I.T. League protests as ‘excessive’ and, with 
other proposals, as filed without notice to ship- 
pers. Canadians protest port handling charge. 
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Sen. Smathers Says Some Relief for Railroads Is ‘Imperative’ 


Chairman of Senate subcommittee studying rail- 
road problems says roads are beset with ‘pres- 
sures’ and ‘restrictions’ and that ‘the time for 
constructive action is now.’ Hearing, recessed 


after railroad officials testify, will be resumed 
in February when other interests will be 
heard. Postmaster General calls railroad tes- 
timony on mail ‘incorrect’ and ‘misleading.’ 


Pages 23 and 29 


N.1.T. League Calls Special Meeting on Symes Plan, Per Diem 


Sets February 14 as date for gathering in Chi- 
cago to discuss formation of government agency 


Transportation Issues Highlighted 


Association members told that low investor in- 
terest in transportation threatens future of 
private ownership. Spokesmen for carriers, users 


Freight Car Total Installed in ’'57 


Association of American Railroads says 92,590 
new revenue freight car installations in 1957 


to lease railroad equipment to railroads, 
and suggestions for ‘incentive’ per diem rates. 


Page 23 
at Annual Meeting of T.A.A. 


in agriculture and industry discuss current 
problems and future of transportation. Offi- 
cers, directors elected. Program for ’58 outlined. 
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Second Largest in 30 Years ~ 


were exceeded only once in 30 years—in 1948, 
when 102,737 new freight cars went into service. 


Page 43 


Chicago Traffic Club Hears Debate on St. Lawrence Seaway Tolls 


Officials of Chicago’s port district and Board 
of Trade support free or reduced tolls. Mil- 
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waukee port director, railroad economist argue 
for liquidation of Seaway cost through tolls. 


Page 43 


: 1 thee 
wW~ ’ ; Ph ies * 


THE INDEPENDENT NATIONAL WEEKLY TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION NEWSMAGAZINE 


~s 





tSettecr 


FOR AN EXTRA TRUCK 
FLEET... WITH NONE 
OF THE PROBLEMS 


When you need petroleum or chemical trans- 
ports in a hurry, call Matlack first. We are 
geared to keep your liquids on the move — for 
emergency or regular shipments. 

850 specialized units operating in 27 States 
gives us flexibility. You can count on emergency 
service. A teletype network helps dispatchers 
at our 26 terminals keep tabs on transports. 

Ultra-efficient equipment cuts tank cleaning 
from hours to minutes. When tank cleaning is 


necessary to meet your emergency schedule, 
there’s no danger of contamination of your 
product. 

You have all of the conveniences of your 
own fleet with none of the problems. No 
maintenance. No accident claims. No labor 
problems. You lower hauling costs too when 
you “Ship via Matlack” — Pipeline On Wheels 
to the Heart of the Nation. Get in touch with 


Matlack today. 
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E. BROOKE MATLACK, Inc., 33rd & Arch Sts., Philadelphia 4, Pa. Phone EVergreen 2-1300 


Detroit, Mich. 
Toledo, Ohro 


Tel itistele Mal: 
Findlay, Ohio 


Belt ite 


Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Woodbridge, N. J. 
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BUILT FOR THE SHIPPER 


Man-made throughout, the Port of Long Beach has 

been constructed along lines laid down by those who 

utilize it. Do shippers prefer wide apron wharves? 

The Port has them. Are shipside clear-span steel and 
ncrete transit sheds of advantage to shippers? 

The Port has the largest and most modern in the 
vorid. This is typical of Harbor policy throughout 
) the making of this, America’s Most Modern Port: 
erve the shipper first! 


re GATEWAY 
| to Shipping Profits 


There’s a value for you in the story of Long Beach 
Harbor’s growth and development. Here’s just one 
instance: Rail tracks at shipside in most ports are 
embedded in concrete — but at the Port of Long 
Beach they rest on a dirt fill on the wharf. Why? So 
the shipper can have the trackage relocated, at will. 
Service, you see? Another point: Cargo handling has 
been reduced, as far as possible, to mechanization 
at the Port. Result: Speed, saving of man-hours, 
reduction of man-errors, and more profit for the ship- 
per. When you specify the Port of Long Beach for 
your cargoes, you are giving yourself all the “breaks” 
in favor of a speedy, profitable shipment of goods. 
Try the Port for your next one! 
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We'll be happy to put you on the list to 
receive Harbor Highlights, the Port’s free 
news magazine. Just write your name and 
address on this ad, tear it out, mail! 


PORT OF LONG BEACH 
P.O. Box 570 * 1333-N El Embarcadero « Long Beach 2, California 
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museum pieces 
are for 
museums 


In 1869, this locomotive was the last word. Today, it is a 
museum piece. 
Not so, your product. If it were, you’d be in the museum 
business or out of business entirely. 
But, if you ship a liquid in bulk, what 
about the package—the car in which your 
product goes to market? 
Packages are for selling—whether they are 
on a shelf or on a railway siding. Your product 
deserves the best package you can find for it. 
If your product is a liquid shipped in 
bulk, GATX builds or can build just the package 
for it—a tank car that protects your shipment 


and promotes your good name. 

GENERAL AMERICAN 
TRANSPORTATION CORPORATION 
135 South La Salle Street 

nationwide network of shops for their service and upkeep. Chicago 90, Illinois 


GATX operates the cars for you, knows where they 
are, keeps them on the move and maintains a 


Offices in-principal cities 


No capital investment . . . no operating worries 
. .. When you ship GATX! 
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Jan iary 25, 1958 


Editorial 


TABULATION prepared by the Commission's Bureau 
of Transport Economics and Statistics and made a 
its “Monthly Comment” for January, reported else- 
re he rein, depicts rather vividly the changes that have 
ken place in the revenue- producing status of each of the 
ferent modes of for-hire carriage in the United States in 
last 20 years. 
The table shows an increase in national income from 
$72.8 billion in 1939 to $343.6 billion in 1956; thus, the 
ynal income total for 1956 is shown to be about four 
three-fourths times as large as it was in 1939. In that 
period, the annual rail revenues ($10,963,300,000 in 
») were multiplied only a little more than two and 
half times; truck revenues ($5,828,900,000 in 1956) 
multiplied nearly seven and one-half times; bus rev- 
ies ($565,500,000 in 1956) and oil pipeline revenues 
1956) were about three and one-half 
s larger in 1956 than they were in 1939, and the revenue 
tal of the domestic scheduled airlines ($1,341,700,000 in 
grew 24 times larger than it was in 1939. A little 
xercise in arithmetic shows the total 1956 revenues of all 
hose types of carriers combined to be 3.6 times the corre- 
nding total for 1939. 


$7347.400.000 1n 


Nevertheless, according to the I.C.C. bureau's calculations, 


the ratio of the railroads’ income to national income in 1956 


outranks the ratios recorded for the other modes of 


transport. The 1956 rail revenue total constituted 3.2 per 


of the national income figure for that year, as against 
per cent in 1939. For the other types of carriers, the 
sponding percentages were: Motor carriers of property, 
in 1956 and 1.1 in 1939; bus lines and oil pipelines, 
both years; domestic scheduled airlines, 0.4 
cent in 1956 and 0.1 per cent in 1939 


per cent in 


Dithiculties or handicaps which the railroads cannot over- 
without help from federal or state governments—such 
nduly burdensome taxes and insistence by state regula- 
bodies on continuance of unprofitable train services 
brought to the attention of the Senate subcommittee 
led by Senator Smathers, of Florida, in the hearings it 
the week of January 13. There should be no delay by 
gress in giving the railroads all legislative relief con- 
int with the national transportation policy and with the 
ciple of fair play. 


AN important “‘plank’’ in the railroads’ legislative plat- 

form is their advocacy of greater freedom in rate 
cing. Study of the 1939-1956 revenue figures for the 
erent modes of transport and of certain other statistical 
i causes us to wonder whether such freedom, if granted, 
ild actually be as effective as some members of the indus- 
suggest in enabling the railroads to increase their traffic 
earnings 


The railroads are ‘‘geared’’ to transportation of freight 
large volume—freight in carloads, multiple carloads, or 
nloads. In recent years, however, an impressively large 
| growing part of the total traffic has fallen into the 
all shipments’’ category. Inflation has developed a con- 
ling pressure for reduction of costs, and business enter- 
tses have found that one way hold down costs is to 


The Small-Shipments Factor in Transportation 





maintain low inventories. The trend toward smaller inven- 
tories was discussed in an article in the November 15, 1952, 
issue of TRAFFIC Wor LD. In that article, incidentally, it 
was stated that the Official Territory railroads, in connection 
with a proposal to eliminate free pickup and delivery and to 
make a “plus charge’ for those services, had estimated that 
even if those charges went into effect they would ‘‘still lose 
$41 million a year on L.C.L. traffic instead of an estimated 
$58 million at 1951 traffic levels without charge under 
present conditions.”’ In the August 1, 1953, issue of TRAFFIC 
WORLD was reported a study by the Commission’s statistical 
bureau on the growth of the “small shipments”’ traffic, show- 
ing that shipments weighing 300 pounds or less accounted 
for revenue of more than $1 billion in 1951. 


HE increase in revenue of I.C.C.-regulated motor car- 

riers of property of Classes I, II and III, from $792 
million in 1939 to $5.8 billion in 1956, is significant in 
the light of findings stated in a study made in 1954 for the 
common carrier conferences of the American Trucking Asso- 
ciations and the National Traffic Committee by a well-known 
firm of distribution and materials handling consultants. This 
firm said its investigations of motor carrier Operations in 
seven large cities disclosed that 92 per cent of the shipments 
handled by truck weighed 1,000 pounds or less, and 96 
per cent of the shipments weighed 2,000 pounds or less. 
It's indicated, therefore, that all but a small part of the 
$5.8 billion revenue total of the trucks for 1956 came from 
freight the railroads would classify as L.C.L. 


What has happened to the L.C.L. traffic of the railroad? 
Well, in 1930 the L.C.L. tonnage totaled 29,667,000 and 
represented one-fortieth of the total rail freight tonnage, 
and in that same year the L.C.L. revenue ($429.3 million) 
constituted one-tenth of the total freight revenue. In 1940, 
L.C.L. freight, totaling 24.4 million tons, accounted for 
one-sixtieth of the railroads’ total freight tonnage, and the 
L.C.L. revenue ($247.6 million) was one-sixteenth of the 
freight revenue total. In 1956, only one out of each 200 
tons of rail freight was less-carload freight, and L.C.L. rev- 
enue ($272.3 million) accounted for only $3 out of each 
$100 of freight revenue. 


That's a far cry from the situation in the 14-year period 
from 1928 through 1941 when, according to the ‘Trans- 
portation in America” report which was issued in 1947 
by the Railroad Committee for the Study of Transportation, 
merchandise traffic produced ‘‘more freight revenue in each 
year than any other single commodity in the I.C.C. classi- 
fication except bituminous coal.’ 


Since, as indicated earlier, the railroads say they are 
losing money on L.C.L. traffic, perhaps rail managers should 
be shedding no tears over successful invasion of this field 
by the trucks. Yet the continuing rise of the small-shipments 
traffic as a major source of revenue must be recognized. The 
service provided by the motor carriers is frequently of such 
character that the railroads, except in the improbable event 
that they gain unrestricted motor carrier rights, could not 
“take over” the traffic involved. But both types of trans- 
port may profit by giving more attention to coordination of 
their services. 
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SAMPLE 


DAYSAVER is Consolidated Freightways’ new, DAYSAVER SCHEDULES: D 
non-stop motor freight service between the leaves Destete 
Chicago Seattle TI 


Western states and the Midwest. It brings all 


MONDAY FRIDAY 

important industrial centers of the Midwest and a 

Leaves Arrives 

East closer to the West Coast by day S. S.F.-Oakland Chicago 
FRIDAY TUESDAY 

Whenever you ship transcontinental, be sure to —— oo 
= pho. ben's Minneapolis- Portland, 
ship Consolidated Freightways...the carrier that St Paul nian 
pioneered transcontinental motor freight service. TUESDAY FRIDAY 7. 


~N 


*K 
FOR ALL DAYSAVER SCHEDULES, WRITE FOR FREE, HANDY “TRANSI-TIMER’ ROM.. 
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ures) DAYSAVER....SOMETHING NEW FOR YOU IN 
‘cic | TRANSCONTINENTAL MOTOR FREIGHT SERVICE 
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P.O. BOX 3618 


| PORTLAND 8, OREGON 
) y 
JER” OM.... CONSOLIDATED FREIGNTWAYS OR 
1240 SOUTH HOLT ROAD 





INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 
















Bourbon? 
Bird seed? 


on bons? 


You 


merchandise or U.S. Customs and 


name it. If it’s general 
Internal Revenue Bonded Storage, 
San Francisco Warehouse handles 
it! 

Here's the ideal place for storage 


and distribution ... ideal in cli- 







mate and humidity as well as 


location ... central to all the West 









and right in the heart of a seven- 
county $6,000,000,000 annual 


income market ! 


Facts to consider: 


e 50 years of responsible 
service 


¢ 500,000 square feet of 
storage area 

¢ Sprinklered or Electric Fire 
Detectors 

« ADT Supervised 

e Office accommodations and 
Telephone service 

¢ Pool Car Distribution 

¢ Permitted City and 
Common Carrier 

e Private RR Sidings 

e Reciprocal 

Switching 
















































WAREHOUSE CO. 


MAIN OFFICE: 
605 Third Street, San Francisco 7, Calif. 
Phone SUtter 1-346] Teletype SF933 
NEW YORK REPRESENTATIVE: 
Distribution Service, Inc., 30 Church St. 
Phone REctor 2-1580 
CHICAGO REPRESENTATIVE: 
Distribution Service, Inc., 251 East Grand 
Avenue Phone SUperior 7-7180 
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Questions 


and Answers 
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Letters should be addressed to Traffic World, 815 Washington Building, Washington 5, D. ¢ 
No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions from nonsubscriber 


Motor Carriers— 


Commercial Zone Exemptions 


Question—Pennsylvania 


Recently, we filed an overcharge claim 
with a common motor carrier who has 
interstate and intrastate operating au- 
thorities. The shipment in question was 
an import shipment, picked up at a 
Philadelphia, Pa., pier, destined to our 
warehouse in Philadelphia (within the 
Philadelphia commercial zone). The 
carrier has assessed a rate covered by 
a Philadelphia zone tariff, which is 
higher than the rate obtained in an 
interstate tariff. 

We based our overcharge claim on the 
fact that this was an interstate ship- 
ment, but the carrier has taken excep- 
tion to this, indicating that this move- 
ment, even though it was an import 
movement, would be exempt from the 
regulations of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

Will you enlighten us as to whether 
our claim is justified, making reference 
to reports of the Commission and to the 
interstate commerce act, in order that 
we may be governed on future shipments 
of this nature. 


Answer 


Section 
commerce 


203(b)(8) of the interstate 
act provides that nothing in 
Part II of the act, except the provisions 
of section 204, relative to qualifications 
and maximum hours of service of driv- 
ers and safety operations, shall apply to 
the transportation of property in inter- 
state or foreign commerce wholly with- 
in a municipality, except when such 
transportation is under a common con- 
trol, management, or arrangement for 
a continuous carriage to or from a point 
outside such municipality. 

The common control, management, or 
arrangement contemplated by section 
203(b) (8) is one between carriers. Levine 
Extension of Operations — Household 
Goods, 47 M.C.C. 323; Bigley Bros., Inc. 
Contract Carrier Application, 4 M.C.C. 
711. 


If the movement from the pier in 
Philadelphia to your warehouse within 
the Philadelphia commercial zone is not 
under a common arrangement for con- 


tinuous carriage, as contemplated by 
section 203(b)(8), it would be in the 
nature of interstate or foreign com- 


merce which is exempt from regulation 
and, therefore, in our opinion, subject 
to the intrastate rates and charges. 


In this column will be published answers to questions relating to traffic, of general reader 
A specialist in interstate transportation, who is a member of our special service 
department, will furnish references to regulations and decisions and will answer questions of 
application of tariff schedules and practical traffic problems. 
place of the traffic man, but to help him in his work, nor do we undertake to render legal 
The right is reserved to refuse to answer Gny question that does not seem to be 
of general interest or that may appear to us unwise to answer or too complex for the kind 


interest. 


opinions. 


of investigation herein contemplated. 
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Tariff Interpretation— 


Compressed v. Uncompressed Bales— 
Rates on 


Question—Ohio 


We have considerable controversy ove: 
cloth, or rags, as described in item 9914 
of Southern Motor Carriers Rate Con- 


ference tariff No. 3-L, MF-I.C.C. N 
896. 

Item 2(b) of tariff No. 3-L reads a 
follows: 


“Where the form of shipment (looses 
bulk, bundles, etc.), or the kind of con- 
tainer (bags, barrels, boxes, crates, etc 
is specified in the description of article 
upon which ratings are provided in thi 
tariff, such ratings apply only when such 
articles are tendered for shipment in 
the shipping form or in the kind of con- 
tainer specified, and the alternate con- 
tainer provisions of section 14, Rule 5 
of National Motor Freight Classification 
will not apply.” 

In National Motor Freight Classifica- 
tion No. A-3, item 28000 provides for 
cloths or rags: In packages not machine 
pressed, class 85; or in machine pressed 
bales or machine pressed in boxes, class 
v0 

The argument presented is that wher 
the shipments are described as machine 
pressed or not machine pressed, iten 
99140 of tariff No. 3-L is not applicable 
because of item 2(b) of National Motor 
Freight Classification, due to the com- 
modity’s not being shipped in the forn 
described in item 99140. 

The other argument is that item 9914 
is broad enough to cover the commodity 
regardless of how shipped—compressed 
or not compressed. 

Your opinion in this matter, as to the 
proper classification or rating, when the 
commodity in question is shipped in ma- 
chine pressed condition or not machine 
pressed, or no wording at all regarding 
the compression, will be greatly appre- 
ciated 


Answer 


Item 99140, which is a description item 
publishes a list of finished piece goods 
among which is “cloths or rags, wiping 
(cloths or rags, cleaned, sterilized or 
otherwise made sanitary for wiping), in 
bags; bales, barrels, boxes or drums.’ 
This description is not applicable within 
the state of Florida. 


The question as to whether or not the 
rates applying in connection with the 
description in item 99140 will apply on 


We do not desire to take the 
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ALLIED VAN LINES 





CALL YOUR ALLIED MOVER 
... hes the No.| Specialist 


Ask your Allied Mover for a copy of ““Before You Move.” See 
the yellow pages of your phone book, or write Allied Van Lines, 


Inc., Broadview, Illinois. 





WORLD’S LARGEST LONG-DISTANCE MOVERS 
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either compressed or uncompressed b> \es 
appears to have been answered in ‘hy 
affirmative by the Commission in Thre. 
foot Bros. & Co. v. Gulf, M. & N. FR 
Co., 112 I.C.C 657, wherein it was sai 

“. .. The local rate from Philadel; 
to Meridian, applying as it did on ‘cot 
in bales’ and being subject to... tra 
rules, embraced cotton delivered to 
fendant in bales whether compressed, 
compressed, or carrier’s privilege of c: 
pression... .” 


Routing and Misrouting— 


Carrier Cannot Be Charged 
With Knowledge of Consignee’s 
Plant Location 


Question—lllinois 


On February 27, 1956, we shipped a 
carload of our products to a public ware- 
house in the Bronx, New York, which is 
located on the trackage of the New York 
New Haven, and Hartford Railroad. The 
shipment moved prepaid and was routed 
Wabash—New York Central, with no de- 
livering carrier being shown. 


On March 2, 1956, a representative of 
the warehouse phoned the New York 
Central Railroad to advise of our omis- 
sion of the delivering carrier, in an ef- 
fort to effect diversion to the New York 
New Haven & Hartford Railroad. The 
warehouse representative received a ver- 
bal reply from the railroad, before noon 
that same day, to the effect that diver- 
sion could be accomplished at Syracuse, 
N.Y., with no additional costs resulting 


On May 24, 1956, we were billed the 
local rate from Port Morris, N.Y., to the 
Bronx, N.Y., by the New York, New Ha- 
ven, and Hartford Railroad. We de- 
clined payment of this bill. 


We have, again, been billed by the car- 
rier, on the basis of his local rate, the 
authorization for these charges being 
as follows: 


“The car departed from the De Witt 
Yards at 5:25 p.m, on March 2, 1956, and 
diversion could not be made, plus the 
fact that the bill of lading carried an 
incomplete routing, for which carriers 
are not responsible.” 

We would appreciate your views and 
authority in such an instance, as we are 
of the opinion that a carrier’s obligation 
is to know and route shipments via 
carriers and junctions necessary, so as t/ 
effect delivery on the basis of a through 
rate, when such is in effect, regardless 
of whether the route is shown or not 
shown, and that the shipper’s routing 
does not constitute relief of such respon- 
sibility. 


Answer 


See the report in Williams & Mc- 
Keithan Lbr. Co. v. Norfolk & W. Ry 
Co., 289 I.C.C. 68, wherein the Commis- 
sion said: 


“The situation presented is somewhat 
similar to that in Lynchburg Chamber 
Commerce v. Southern Ry. Co., 115 I.C.C 
625, wherein a carload of lumber was 
shipped from Johnston, §S.C., consigned 
to the J. D. Loizeaux Lumber Company) 
for delivery to the National Biscuit Com- 
pany’s siding at Elizabeth, N.J. The 
shipment arrived at Elizabeth over the 
line of The Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany, but since the National Biscuit 
Company’s siding was on the line 
another carrier the car could not be 

(Continued on page 14) 
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The Norfolk and Western is the “‘lifeline’’ to sales 
and profits for many producers of industrial and agri- 
ie De Witt 


,, = ‘ee their most direct and dependable link with many of their 


cultural products, for the N&W and its connections are 


carried an customers. 
ch carriers 


N&W freight Sales and Service Great markets of the South, Southeast, North, Northeast and 
views and representatives are located in 40 key 
as we are cities of the U. S. They would wel- 
s obligation come the opportunity to serve you. strategically located along the N&W make other U. S. regions 
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ry, so as t readily accessible. N&W service also opens the door to world f 
) . } 
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" connie markets through the Port of Norfolk on famed Hampton Roads. . 
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pr’s routing 


uch respon- operates some of the nation’s fastest time freights, carrying 


Midwest are served by the N&W, and freight interchange points 


Over this completely modern transportation system the N&W 


commodities of every type safely and dependably! 
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RAILWAY 


PRECISION TRANSPORTATION 






48 inches short... 


for bigger payloads 
in 48 states! 


NEW INTERNATIONAL Sightliner 
gives 10% more payload capacity 

with shortest tilt-cab of all! 

And your driver gets 
“three-windshield” visibility! 
Far-sighted fleet operators have been talking about 


the need for a completely different unit to answer 
today’s hauling requirements —and tomorrow’s. 





Fleet cost records prove 





Here it is—the new INTERNATIONAL Sightliner! 
Measures only 48 inches from the front bumper to 
the back of the pushbutton-operated tilt cab. Hauls 
up to 224 cubic feet more legal payload than any other 
truck in its weight class . . . city to city or coast to 
coast. And in addition to greater gross and cube, it 
offers greater efficiency with longest trailers, combina- 
tions, dromedary units. 

Short 28-inch bumper-to-front-axle dimension gives 
you maximum gross payloads in any state and under 
bridge formula restrictions. For bigger payloads.and 
bigger profits, take a good look at the INTERNATIONAL 
Sightliner. 


INTERNATIONAL Sightliner tilt-cab tractor. 
GCW 50,000 to 65,000 pounds. 
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Cab tilts at the push of a button in 15 sec- 
onds or less. Greater accessibility for easier, 
faster servicing. 
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High over-traffic vision. Two lower wind- 
shields for safer, easier city driving. 1,708 
sq. in. of forward vision! 









® 


INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER CoMPANY, CHICAGO 
Motor Trucks * Crawler Tractors 
Construction Equipment + McCormick® 
Farm Equipment and Farmall® Tractors 


KScost least to own! 
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Continued 


delivered without incurring additional 
charges. Under proper routing instruc- 
tions the line-haul rate from origin to 
Elizabeth would have been applicable at 
the point of delivery. The complainant 
contended that the car was misrouted 
because the defendants failed to make 
delivery at the designated siding at the 
applicable single-factor rate from origin 
to Elizabeth. At page 626 of its report 
division 3 said: “The mere designation 
of the siding of the National Biscuit 
Company at Elizabeth, without specify- 
ing the name of the carrier on whose 
rails the siding was located was not 
sufficient to insure delivery of the car 
at the rate of 43.5 cents.’ In a similar 
proceeding, E. F. Middleton, Inc. v. Nor- 
folk S. R. Co., 215 I.C.C. 411, division 4 
said, at page 413: 

“‘Carriers are not presumed to know 
where consignees desire delivery and if 
through failure of the shipper to state 
the delivery desired a shipment arrives 
over a line other than that on which the 
consignee is located, or the one most 
convenient to his plant, carriers may not 
be charged with misrouting.’ 


“The bill of lading for the instant ship- 
ment presented to the originating carrier 
was unequivocal. In the absence of am- 
biguity in the shipper’s instructions, car- 
riers are not required to examine the 
intentions of the shipper. Unreasonable- 
ness of the combination rate assailed 
is not established by the mere fact that 
it exceeded the rate over another route. 

“We find that the shipment was not 
misrouted, and that the rate assailed is 


from page 10) 


not shown to have been or to be unrea- 


sonable. The complaint will be dis- 
missed.” 
The findings of the Commission, 


quoted above, are, in our opinion, ap- 
plicable to the facts set forth in your in- 
quiry. 

See, also, the reports of the Commis- 
sion in Wray Gordon Co., Inc. v. South- 
ern Ry. Co., 241 I.C.C. 353; Michaelson 
and Shackman v. Central R. R. of NWJ., 
270 I.C.C. 1; Bookwalter Wheel Co. v 
Tennessee C. R. R. Co., 20 LC.C. 603; 
Hastings Commercial Club v. Chicago, 
M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 69 L.C.C. 489; Fed- 
eral Match Co. v. Boston & M. R. R., 
139 I.C.C. 441, to the same effect 


Tax on Transportation— 


Property To or From the Government 
Of a State or Political Subdivision Thereof 


Question—Pennsylvania 


We are handling shipments consigned 
to a construction contractor in care of 
a state institution, moving under a com- 
mercial bill of lading on a prepaid basis. 

There is some doubt in our minds as 
to whether or not such shipments are 
exempt from the federal transportation 
tax. It is our understanding that, if 
such shipments are consigned directly to 
a state agency of any kind, even though 
such shipments move under commercial 
bills of lading, the federal transportation 
tax is not applicable. Since shipments 
are actually being consigned to a con- 
struction contractor in care of a job site 
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and, evidently, the contractor is in hy 
process of a construction project f 
state institution, we would apprec 
your clarifying any doubt in our m 
as to whether or not, in such cases, 
federal transportation tax applies 


Answer 


Section 4292 of the Internal Reve 
Code of 1954 (section 3475(b) of the 
ternal Revenue Code of 1939) provi 
in part, that the tax shall not apply 
amounts paid for the transportatior 
property to or from the government 
any state, territory of the United Stats 
or any political subdivision of the fi 
going, or the District of Columbia. 

Section 143.24 of Regulations 113, a 
added by Treasury decision 5354, provice 
(1) that an amount paid directly t 
carrier by a state, or political subdivi 
thereof, for the transportation of p1 
erty is exempt from the tax, and 
that an amount paid for the transporta- 
tion of property to or from the govern- 


ment of a state, territory of the United 


States, or political subdivision thereof 


or the District of Columbia, is exempt 


b 


from the tax. In the latter case wher: 
the shipping papers show the consignor 


or consignee to be a state, territory, or 
political subdivision thereof, or the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, or an agency or 
strumentality of any of the foregoing 
such papers may be accepted by the 


carrier as proof of the exempt character 
of the shipment, and no certificate of 


exemption is required. 
Accordingly, the tax does not apply t 


an amount paid for the transportation of 
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Left—Alwac, electronic digital 
padded von at manufacturer's West Coast plant. 


Right—North American's fast, safe 
customer's unit in operation ahead of schedule. 
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perty consigned to state agencies, re- 
dless of whether the transportation 
irges are prepaid by the shipper or 
collected from the consignee. 


Tariff Interpretation— 


Wharfage— 
Authority For Collection Of 


Question—Maryland 


We handled several loads of glassware 
m Fairmont, W.Va., to piers at Balti- 


re, Md., for export. The railroad 
ning the pier assessed a wharfage 
harge on each load, which we were 


required to pay. These loads were rated 
n accordance with item 2100-1 of Middle 
Atlantic Conference tariff No. 5-F, MF- 
LC.C. No. A-845. 

We added the wharfage charge to our 
ling for transportation charges, and 
the shipper has refused to pay the 
harfage charges, which we advanced. He 
las requested tariff authority by which 
ve Can collect the wharfage charges. 
Can you advise the tariff authority, in 
rder that we may be in a position to 
ollect the amount we advanced? 


Answer 


Section 217(b) of the interstate com- 
merce act provides that: 

No common carrier by motor vehicle 
shall charge or demand or collect or re- 
elve a greater or less or different com- 
pensation for transportation or for any 


service in connection therewith between 
the points enumerated in such tariff 
than the rates, fares, and charges speci- 
fled in the tariffs in effect at the time... .” 


Middle Atlantic Conference tariff No. 
5-F is governed by Middle Atlantic Ex- 
ceptions No. 10-M, MF-I.C.C. No. A-870, 
which contains Rule 6, providing that 
“carriers will advance lawful transpor- 
tation charges of common carrier con- 


From Our 


Private Carriage and Tax 
New York, N.Y. 

I refer to your editorial of January 11. 

I think entirely too much stress has 
been placed upon the 3 per cent. tax as 
far as its influence upon the establish- 
ment of private carriage and its “chip- 
ping away” of regulated carriers’ traffic 
are concerned. 

Based on my experience with private 
carriage, 3 per cent would not be suffi- 
cient to tip the scales as to whether 
private carriage should be established or, 
if the tax were extended to private car- 
riage, abandoned. And I think this 
would be true of most organizations 
carrying their own goods over the high- 
ways. 
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nections or charges for loading, un- 
loading or wharfage or collection with 
other lawful transportation charges.” 
This rule is the authority by which you 
can collect the wharfage charges from 
the shipper. 

Since Rule 6 provides your authority 
for the collection of wharfage charges, 
there appears to be no violation of sec- 
tion 217(b) of the act. 


Readers 


It surprises me that even the Commis- 
sion has taken up the specious argu- 
ment that private carriage is being 
substituted for regulated carriage be- 
cause of the 3 per cent transportation 
tax. 


I am not advocating the continuation 
of the 3 per cent tax, which I consider 
inequitable, nor am I implying that it 
should be extended to private carriage. 
I do say that any organization estab- 
lishing a private carrier operation be- 
cause 3 per cent can be saved has not 
considered all the elements involved in 
private carriage—Gerorce H. CUNNING- 
HAM, General Traffic Manager, Sterling 
Drug, Inc. 
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KS Eliminates costly crating, uncrating. 
KAZ Saves disassembly and reassembly time. 
AS Door-to-door delivery; no drayage cost. 
AA Proved gentlest in Impact-O-Graph tests.* 


V/ Prompt pickup, fastest service anywhere. 


br 
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ISPLAYS LOCATED OFFICES AND LABORATORIES 






*Impact-O-Graphs placed with prod- 
ucts shipped via North American van 
showed far leas shock and jar than 
other methods of transportation. 
Coupon brings report of findings. 


NMCRATED: 


DOUBLE-CHECK THESE ADVANTAGES: 


North American Van Lines, Inc. 
World Headquarters, Dept. TW-18, Ft. Wayne 1, Ind. 


Without obligation send me the report on Impact-O-Graph tests and booklets 
indicated below. 


0 Exhibit Displays 
0) Transferred Personnel 


| 
I 
I 
| 
! 
| 
Name... 
| Company. 
! Address... 





Phone your local North American Van Lines 
Agent now... 


He’s listed in the Yellow Pages under “‘Movers.”’ Or 
send coupon below for details of High-Value Prod- 
ucts and other North American specialized industrial 
services, and ‘“‘Wife-Approved” moves for transferred 
personnel. North American Van Lines, Inc., World 
Headquarters, Fort Wayne, Ind., North American 
Van Lines Canada, Ltd., Toronto. 


Clip this Coupow! 
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Carloadings Totaled 572,353 
In Week Ended January 18 


Loading of revenue freight the week 
nded January 18 totaled 572,353 cars, 
the Association of American Railroads 
4s announced. This was a decrease of 
4916 cars, or 12.9 per cent, below the 
rresponding week in 1957, it said, and 
, decrease of 126,933 cars, or 18.2 per cent, 
elow the corresponding week in 1956. 
Loadings in the week ended January 
18 were 2,909 cars, or five-tenths of one 
er cent, above the preceding week. 


Coal loading amounted to 118,551, cars, 
, decrease of 19,369 cars below the cor- 
esponding week a year ago, and a de- 
rease of 5,077 cars below the preceding 
week this year, the A.A.R. said, adding: 


Miscellaneous freight loading totaled 287,- 

cars, a decrease of 48,962 cars below the 
rresponding week last year, but an in- 
3.932 cars above the preceding 


se of 


Loading of merchandise less than carload 
rel totaled 43,352 cars, a decrease of 
212 cars below the corresponding week in 
57, but an increase of 921 cars above a 
week 
Grain and grain products loadings totaled 
$} cars, an increase of 4,732 cars above 
corresponding week in 1957, and an in- 
of 881 cars above the preceding week 
his year In the Western Districts, grain 
grain products loadings for the week 
January 18 totaled 37,992 cars, an in- 
e of 5,079 cars above the corresponding 
week, but a decrease of 528 cars below 
preceding week. 
Livestock loading amounted to 5,816 cars, 
lecrease of 953 cars below the corre- 
ponding week in 1957, and a decrease of 
48 cars below the preceding week this year. 
the Western Districts, loading of live- 
k for the week of January 18 totaled 
4185 cars, a decrease of 412 cars below the 
esponding week a year ago, and a de- 
rease of 121 cars below the preceding week 
Forest products loadings totaled 36,133 
ar a decrease of 3,512 cars below a year 
but an increase of 381 cars above a 
.c ago 
Ore loading amounted to 16,693 cars, a 
rease of 2,657 cars below last year, but 
increase of 1,941 cars above last week. 
ke loading amounted to 7,369 cars, a 
rease of 5,983 cars below a year ago, but 
ncrease of 178 cars above a week ago 


districts reported decreases compared 


ago 


rease 


the corresponding weeks in 1957 and 
Cumulative Loadings 
1958 1957 1956 
Week of Jan. 4 471,749 561,201 611,299 
Week of Jan. 11 569,444 680,766 710,338 
Week of Jan. 18 572,353 657,269 699,286 
Total 1,613,546 1,899,236 2,020,923 


Reappointment to N.M.B. 


resident Eisenhower on January 23 
to the Senate the nomination of 
Leverett Edwards, of Oklahoma, for re- 
ippointment as a member of the Na- 
al Mediation Board, for a term ex- 
ng February 1, 1961. Mr. Edwards 
first appointed to the N.M.B. in 1950. 
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LATE NEWS PAGES 


TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION NEWS TOO LATE TO CLASSIFY IN THIS ISSUE 


N.I.T. League Protests, as ‘Unfair’, Plan 
Followed in Making Forwarder Rate Boost 


Says Shippers Had No Notice of Increases. 


Charges ‘Excessive’ 


Rate Increase to Off-Line Destinations Has ‘Undisclosed Purpose’ 


Of ‘Driving Off Traffic.’ 


The National Industrial Traffic 
League has requested suspension of 
master tariff No. 6, Freight For- 
warders Tariff Bureau, I.C.C.-FF No. 
78, effective February 3, and tariffs 
of individual freight forwarders mak- 
ing cross-reference to the master 
tariff, asserting that “shippers have 
had no notice or knowledge hereof 
and no opportunity to consider the 
effects or to prepare protests, which 
is unfair.” 

The League added that the forwarder’s 
action “contrasts sharply with the rail- 
road actions and procedure,” and further 
charged that the various filings of the 
forwarders “have been with every ap- 
pearance of secrecy.” 

The League said the freight forward- 
ers knew, from the proceedings in Ex 
Parte 206, that the League had taken 
the position that freight forwarder in- 
creases should not. follow automatically 
and in the same percentages the in- 
creases granted the railroads in “ex parte 
general proceedings.” It objected to an 
increase of 40 cents per 100 pounds on 
off-line traffic as excessive and said the 
purpose of the increase was to drive off 
traffic relatively uprofitable to the for- 


warders, but “extremely important to 
shippers.” 
After stating in its petition, dated 


January 22, that the forwarders had 
knowledge of the interest and position 
of the League with reference to increases 
in their rates, the League said: 

“No public notice or advice was given 
of the increases here proposed. The 
tariffs here were not posted and in- 
quiries as late as Monday, January 20, 
at Chicago, Philadelphia, Louisville and 
other prominent cities by League mem- 
bers, disclosed said master tariff No. 6 
was not in public files nor known by 
some important local officers. 


History of Increase 

“Upon diligent inquiries yesterday af- 
ternoon (January 21) the League learns 
from the Commission records that on 
December 28, 1957, Agent Fox filed ap- 
plication No. 1145 for special permission 
to file a Master Tariff by which for- 
warders (unnamed) would be enabled to 
recoup additional costs, particularly in- 
cluding increased charges for loading 
services and rate increases averaging 3 
per cent, as proposed in the railroad 


Contracts Plan Followed by Railroads. 


master tariff X-212 to be effective Feb- 
ruary 1, 1958. The application stated 
that forwarders desire to publish a 
master tariff to provide conversion tables 
which will increase their charges and 
rates applicable to off-line traffic and 
that it is important that the forwarders 
provide increases in their rates and or 
charges on or about the same effective 
date as the rail carriers Tariff X-212. 
(This sounded sensible.) The Commis- 
sion immediately granted the requested 
special permission by order No. 75207, 
without limitation or any stipulation for 
public notice. 


“Thereupon said master tariff No. 6 
was filed January 3, effective on Statu- 
tory notice February 3, 1958, for account 
of Acme Fast Freight as the only named 
participating carrier. Its terms indicate 
that the tables of increases therein pro- 
vided will apply to the rates of any 
forwarder whose tariffs will carry cross- 
reference thereto. 


Off-Line Rate Increase 


“The said Master Tariff provides (in 
effect) that all class rates to off-line des- 
tinations are increased 40 cents per 100 
pounds. This is an excessive amount on 
the traffic covered and will be unjustly 
prejudicial of traffic to off-line destina- 
tions as compared with shipments to on- 
line destinations. 

“The master tariff is apparently de- 
signed to provide that all package 
charges are increased 10 cents. This is 
a@ substantial charge, being over and 
above the increases recently granted 
under Ex Parte 206; and the League in- 
vokes the burden of proof to justify this 
increase on any costs incurred by the 
forwarders or otherwise. 

“The master tariff provides that no 
increases are made in commodity rates. 
No increases are made in class rates to 
on-line destinations. 

“Acme Fast Freight immediately filed 
supplements to numerous of its tariffs 
to be effective on statutory notice Febru- 
ary 3, 1958, adopting master tariff No. 6 
increases. Universal Forwarding and Na- 
tional Forwarding companies are re- 
ported to have filed similar adoption sup- 
plements on statutory notice to become 
effective February 10, 1958. All of these 
filings have been with every appearance 
of secrecy! 


Forwarders’ Position on Rail Increase 


“In strange contrast, the freight for- 
warders by formal statement filed as of 
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January 20, 1958, in pending: Ex Parte 
212 oppose the railroad proposals and 
among other statements say: 

“*The freight forwarders do not contest 
the railroads’ need for additional reve- 
nues. The forwarding industry itself, is 
in a similar precarious position. ... 
However, our traffic simply will not bear 
any further increases at this time. 

“Tt is out of the question for us even to 
hope that we could successfully increase 
our rates to the public at this time with- 
out losing far more traffic than any re- 
sulting increase in our revenues could 
possibly justify. 

“Tt might have been expected that in 
imposing upon the freight forwarding in- 
dustry a rate increase of such staggering 
proportions, the railroads could have ap- 
prised the freight forwarders of their 
intentions, and possibly even have taken 
into consideration the inability of the 
industry to pay the increased charges 
proposed. But such was not the case. 
... The increased rates and charges final- 
ly proposed were conceived by the rail- 
roads in secret session, behind closed 
doors and with a total disregard for the 
ability of the traffic to bear the impact of 
the unprecedented burden... .’ 

“The foregoing expressions in their Ex 
Parte 212 protest filed January 20 are 
part of a demand (against the railroads) 
for an opportunity for the forwarders to 
be heard before increases (‘conceived in 
secrecy’) are permitted to become effec- 
tive, this requiring a suspension order; 
and this is insistent that forwarder rates 
will not bear increases. 


Purpose of Rate Increase 


“It is reasonable to infer that in pub- 
lishing the nationwide uniform increase 
of 40 cents per 100 pounds to all off-line 
stations the undisclosed purpose is to 
drive off traffic which is relatively un- 
profitable to the forwarders but extreme- 
ly important to shippers! Shippers should 
have the same opportunity to be heard 
on this (through suspension), which the 
forwarders demand in Ex Parte 212. 

“Under the rules, any suspension peti- 
tion directed against master tariff No. 6 
must be filed not later than today. Ship- 
pers have had no notice or knowledge 
hereof and no opportunity to consider the 
effects or to prepare protests which is 
unfair. It contrasts sharply with the rail- 
road actions and procedure. 

“Wherefore, The National Industrial 
Traffic League prays that the Commis- 
sion will suspend the aforesaid schedules 
and any supplements of other rate tar- 
iffs of any of the forwarders making 
cross-reference thereto and to enter upon 
an appropriate investigation under the 
terms of the act.” 


(See earlier story on page 70) 


Arpaia, Murphy Renamed, 
Goff Nominated to I.C.C. 


President Eisenhower on January 23 
sent to the Senate the nominations of 
two present members of the I.C.C. for 
reappointment, and the name of Abe 
McGregor Goff, of Idaho, to be a member 
of the Commission for the remainder of 
the term (until December 31, 1959) of 
Owen Clarke, who resigned January 15 
to become a vice-president of the Chesa- 
peake & Ohio Railway. 

The President named Commissioners 
Arpaia and Murphy for new terms to 
expire December 31, 1964. 

Senator Magnuson, of Washington, 
chairman of the Senate interstate and 
foreign commerce committee, immediate- 


LATE NEWS 


ly announced that committee hearings on 
the three nominations would be held at 
10:30 a.m., January 29. 


Motor Carriers Organize 
To Fix Fees, Rules for Use 
Of Interchanged Vehicles 


Two hundred and sixty-five motor 
common carriers, including some of 
the largest in the country, have 
filed with the Commission, for its 
approval, a Reed-Bulwinkle agree- 
ment, to which they are parties, re- 
lating to procedures for the joint 
consideration, initiation or establish- 
ment of a rate of compensation for 
use of motor vehicles in interchange 
service and rules and regulations per- 
taining to interchange service in the 
transportation of property between 
points in the United States. 


Asserting that uniform rates and regu- 
lations pertaining to the interchange of 
motor equipment would bring about 
effective interchange practices and pro- 
mote better shipper service, the carriers, 
parties to the “National Motor Equip- 
ment Interchange Agreement,” have 
asked the Commission to approve their 
agreement under section 5a of the inter- 
state commerce act, the so-called Reed- 
Bulwinkle section, which relieves carriers 
from the provisions of the anti-trust 
laws with respect to agreements among 
themselves for making rates and related 
matters when such agreements have 
Commission approval. 

The Authority is sought in an applica- 
tion docketed at the Commission as sec- 
tion 5a application No. 65, National 
Motor Equipment Interchange—Agree- 
ment. It was made public by the Com- 
mission on January 23 together with a 
notice stating that any interested persons 
desiring a hearing should request the 
Commission to hold a hearing within 20 
days from the date of the notice, Jan- 
uary 23. Unless hearing was requested, 
the notice stated, the Commission, in its 
discretion, might proceed to investigate 
and determine the matters involved 
without further or formal hearing. 

In addition to a copy of the agreement 
and a list of the motor carrier appli- 
cants, the application also contained, as 
exhibits, a copy of the “Trailer Inter- 
change Contract” promulgated by the 
Regular Common Carrier Conference of 
the American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
and a copy of the “Trailer Interchange 
Manual,” prepared under the direction 
of the Trailer Interchange Committee of 
the Regular Common Carrier Confer- 


ence. Applicants said, however, that ap- 
proval of these documents was not 
sought. 


New Committee 


The agreement provides for the estab- 
lishment of a committee to be known as 
the National Motor Freight Interchange 
Committee, and, according to the appli- 
cants, “a simple procedure for the con- 
sideration and recommendation by that 
committee of charges for the use of mo- 
tor vehicles engaged in interchange serv- 
ice, and of rules and regulations relating 
thereto.” 

Applicants said that the committee 
would consist of 32 members, geograph- 
ically representative of the entire United 
States, of which 24 were to be members of 
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the Regular Common Carrier Confer nce 
and eight were to be non-conference 
members. Each member would be ep- 
titled to one vote. Among the pertinen: 
provisions of the agreement discussed jy 
the application were the following: 


“Article III makes it the duty of the 
committee ‘to investigate, consider and 
make recommendations with respect t 
the rate of compensation payable for the 
use of equipment, and rules and regula- 
tions pertaining to such compensation 

. Subcommittees may be established 
to make particular studies and 
to the full committee. Before making a 
recommendation, the committee must 
give opportunity for hearing. Recom- 
mendations are to be distributed to al! 
parties by an elected secretary. 


Independent Action 


“The committee is authorized, sub- 
sequent to making a recommendation, tc 
publish, by tariff publication or otherwise 
the rate of compensation and rules and 
regulations pertaining thereto. Unless a 
party takes independent action, the rec- 
ommendations of the committee are 
binding within 60 days after distribution 

“By specific provision, the right of in- 
dependent action is recognized, but the 
taker of such action is requested t 
notify the committee through its secre- 
tary at least 15 days before proceeding 
to do so.” 


Applicants cited the two documents 
attached to the application, described a 
exhibits, as examples of the work that 
had been done by the conference 
promote vehicle interchange and im- 
proved practices affecting it.” 


However, they said, the greatest single 
industry obstacle to the free flow of com- 
merce by vehicle interchange was the 
price or rate at which the use of a ve- 
hicle was to be charged. 


Until a method was available for the 
lawful joint consideration of charges for 
vehicle interchange, the carriers would 
be unnecessarily handicapped in the dis- 
charge of their responsibilities to the 
shipping public, and in the most efficient 
and economical use of their highway 
equipment, they said. 

Albert B. Rosenbaum, of 1424 Six- 
teenth Street, N.W., Washington, D.C 
was listed as attorney-in-fact for the 
applicants. 


report 


Seeking Labor Law Changes, 
President Urges Tightening 
Of Secondary Boycott Ban 


President Eisenhower, in his labor 
message sent to Congress on January 
23, recommended that legislation be 
enacted to remove “ambiguities and 
inequities” which he said existed in 
the secondary boycott provisions of 
the labor-management relations act 


The President said that certain pro- 
visions of the act “afford opportunity for 
labor or management to coerce the other, 
often with detrimental effect on individ- 
ual employes, innocent third parties and 
the general public.” 

He said the secondary boycott provi- 
sions of the act should be amended to 
make it clear that they prevent the fol- 
lowing situations: 

“Direct coercion of an employer to 
cease doing business with another; 
“Coercion of employers by inducement 
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oer cncouragement of individual employes 
to refuse to perform services; 
oercion of secondary employers who 
io not come within the act’s definition of 
employer’; and 
yercion of employers to enter into or 
nforce agreements to cease using the 
products of, or to cease doing business 
with, another person.” 
Those were among numerous proposals 


which the President made on labor mat- 


in his six-page message to Congress. 


‘Non-Hearing’ Examiner's 
Recommendations Coincide 
With Findings of Division 2 


A decision by division 2 upholding 
recommendations of a “non-hear- 
ing’ examiner against the complain- 
ant in No. 31244, Reliance Steel 
Products Co. v. Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co., which was returned to 
the Commission by a federal court 
for handling by a hearing examiner, 
has been affirmed by the Commis- 
sion on reconsideration. This was a 
reversal, in part, of the proposed 
findings of the hearing examiner. 


In a report and order on reconsidera- 
tion, the division affirmed its findings in 
the prior report, 291 I.C.C. 695, that de- 
murrage and separate penalty charges 
sought to be collected in connection with 
the detention of 13 cars between April 
10 and April 21, 1951, loaded with im- 
ported hot-rolled flat steel bars at Mc- 
Keesport, Pa., were applicable and not 
shown to have been unjust or unreason- 
able 

In making its decision in the prior 
report, the division had before it a pro- 
posed report of Examiner Fred Chris- 
toph, a “non-hearing” examiner, recom- 
mending that the complaint be dismissed 
on a finding that the assailed demurrage 
charges collected and sought to be col- 
lected and the penalty charge for non- 
surrender of the order-notify bill of lad- 
ing were applicable and not shown unjust 
and unreasonable. 


However, the prior report was appealed 
to the United States district court for 
the western district of Pennsylvania in 
civil action No. 12646, Reliance Steel 
Products Co. v. US., I.C.C. and Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad. 

The court ruled, in effect, that pro- 
ceedings processed before the Commis- 
sion under the I.C.C.’s modified pro- 
cedure, must be handled by a “qualified 
hearing examiner.” It remanded the case 
to the L.C.c. for “an initial decision or 
recommendation by a qualified hearing 
examiner appointed pursuant to section 
ll of the administrative procedure act.” 


Views of Court 


‘In the instant case,” the court said, 
‘the Commission followed the recom- 
yndations of its unqualified examiner. 
could be that a qualified examiner 
tuld reach different conclusions and 
ike recommendations in favor of the 
‘ mplainant. In such an event, the value 

complainant of a favorable initial de- 
sion or recommendation cannot be dis- 

unted,” (T.W., March 9, 1957, p. 24). 
Subsequently, the Commission served a 
p°oposed report of Hearing Examiner 
tto A. Hanson in which he recom- 
ended that the Commission find appli- 


sans 
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cable and not shown unreasonable or 
otherwise unlawful, demurrage charges 
collected or sought to be collected for 
the detention of the 13 cars, but that 
it find inapplicable charges sought to be 
collected for failure to surrender bills of 
lading prior to April 13, 1951. (T.-W., July 
9, 1958, p. 56). 

In the instant report, on reconsidera- 
tion, the division said that when this de- 
tention occurred there was an acute 
shortage of freight cars which prompted 
the Commission through service orders 
to find that a nationwide emergency re- 
quiring immediate action existed. The 
charges assailed were established and 
maintained by the defendant pursuant 
to those orders, it said, adding that the 
record was not persuasive that the 
charges assailed were in any respect un- 
just or unreasonable.” 


1.C.C. Finds That Rails Have 
Complied With Its Order in 
The ‘Ogden Gateway’ Case 


The Commission, by a _ supple- 
mental report and order in its 
“Ogden Gateway Case,” made public 
on January 23, concluded that the 
respondent (defendant) railroads 
had complied with the terms of its 
order in the proceeding. 


An investigation proceeding which in- 
volved certain restrictive routing provi- 
sions was discontinued. The report and 
order were issued in No. 30297, Denver 
& Rio Grande Western Railroad Co. v. 
Union Pacific Railroad Co., et al. Four 
Commission members did not participate 
in the proceeding. 

At the request of the Rio Grande Rail- 
road, the Commission said, it instituted 
an investigation to determine whether 
the respondents, who were the defendants 
in No. 30297, 287 I.C.C. 611, had com- 
plied in full with the prescriptive terms 
of the order entered in the case. 

In that proceeding, the Commission 
said, it concluded, among other things, 
that through routes and joint rates on 
particular commodities from and to spec- 
ified areas via Ogden or Salt Lake City, 
Utah, in connection with the Rio Grande, 
were necessary and desirable in the pub- 
lic interest, and that the assailed rates 
on the same commodities from and to 
the same points were and would be un- 
reasonable, and unduly prejudicial and 
preferential. 


Terms of Order 


“We ordered the defendants and the 
complainant therein, according as they 
participate in the transportation,” the 
Commission said, “to establish through 
routes, via Ogden or Salt Lake City in 
connection with the Rio Grande, for the 
transportation, in carloads, of granite 
and marble monuments from origins in 
Vermont and Georgia to destinations in 
the so-called excluded territory (gen- 
erally points on the Union Pacific and 
its connections in Utah north of Ogden, 
and in Idaho, Oregon, Washington, and 
Montana), and of ordinary livestock, 
fresh fruits and vegetables, dried beans, 
frozen poultry, frozen foods, butter, and 
eggs from origins in the excluded terri- 
tory to destinations generally south and 
east of Kansas and on and south of the 
lines of the Union Pacific and the Chi- 
cago & North Western from Omaha, 
Neb., to Chicago, Ill., including points in 
Oklahoma and Texas; and to apply on 


such traffic, over such through routes, 
joint rates the same as those maintained 
and applied on like traffic from and to 
the same points over routes embracing 
the lines of the Union Pacific through 
Wyoming. Our order was upheld in 
Denver & R. G. W. R. Co. v. Union P. R. 
Co., 351 US. 321. 

“In purported compliance with the or- 
der in the Ogden Gateway case, the Un- 
ion Pacific and the other defendants es- 
tablished joint rates on the specified 
commodities in connection with the Rio 
Grande via Ogden which are the same 
as the rates maintained and applied on 
those commodities over routes of the 
Union Pacific through Wyoming. Where 
the latter rates were restricted to apply 
over the Union Pacific to or from Mis- 
souri River crossings or other junctions 
in Kansas and Nebraska, the new joint 
rates were restricted to apply over the 
Rio Grande between Denver, Colo., and 
Ogden, and thence the Union Pacific. 
Where the rates in connection with the 
Union Pacific to or from the excluded 
territory applied through Wyoming via 
Denver and connecting lines beyond, the 
new joint rates were made applicable 
over the Rio Grande between Ogden and 
Denver or Pueblo, Colo., and connecting 
lines beyond. 


Rio Grande’s Contentions 


“The Rio Grande contended that by 
restricting the routes as indicated the 
defendants had not complied with our 
order, and that the new joint rates should 
have been made applicable in all in- 
stances over the Union Pacific between 
the excluded territory and Ogden, thence 
over the Rio Grande between Ogden and 
any of its Colorado common points (Den- 
ver, Colorado Springs, Pueblo, Walsen- 
burg, and Trinidad), and thence over the 
lines of any its connections (Chicago, 
Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Co., 
The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co., Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad Co., The Colorado & Southern 
Railway Co., or the Missouri Pacific Rail- 
road Co., as well as the Union Pacific). 
The Union Pacific, Chicago & North- 
western, and Wabash contended that the 
order had been complied with.” 

The Commission said that after cor- 
respondence between the Union Pacific 
and the Rio Grande, the latter asked the 
I.C.C. to investigate the restrictive pro- 
visions. The Commission said it treated 
the request as a petition and assigned the 
matter for hearing by order of December 
17, 1956. 

The Rio Grande and supporting inter- 
veners did not argue that the routing 
provisions established by the respondent 
railroads did not comply fully with the 
prescriptive terms of the order in the 
Ogden Gateway case, when such terms 
were read alone, the Commission said, but 
contended that when the terms were 
read in connection with certain specified 
portions of the report, which was made a 
part of the order, it followed that the 
respondents had only partially complied 
with the order. The Commission said the 
respondents took the position that the 
wording of the order was not ambiguous. 

After further discussion of the con- 
tentions of the Rio Grande and the re- 
spondents, the Commission said that the 
wording of the order in the Ogden Gate- 
way case appeared to be reasonably clear 
without recourse to the report embraced 
therein. 

Commissioners Clarke, Tuggle, Win- 
chell and Minor did not participate in 
disposition of the proceeding, the Com- 
mission said. 
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ardest thing to 


It is easy to move offices, machinery, desks and 
files, but as many a company has found, you 
often run into trouble when you try to transfer 


the brainpower that makes the operation click. 


In these days of expansion and decentraliza- 
tion, business is constantly confronted with 
the need of shifting personnel. All too often 
such transfers result in impaired morale or the 
loss of valued employees. Some large compa- 
nies have attacked the problem, but up to now 
there has been no channel for exchanging 


‘ xperiences, 
A Continuing Research Study 


in the 
Human Side of Moving 


As one of the leading long-distance movers, 
Greyvan Lines has undertaken to institute 


such a program and has made some explora- 








LONG-DISTANCE MOVING & STORAGE 


move is people! 


tory studies. But we don’t want to make this 
“our program. We hope it will be “your” pro- 
gram. We hope eventually it will result in a 
national organization of executives responsible 


for personnel transfers. 


We would like to make the benefits of this pro- 
gram immediately available to your company. 
But to do so, we must know the executive who 
can make the best use of it. Just give us his 
name and he will receive a loose-leaf binder 
which already contains a library of useful in- 


formation with lots more to follow. 


Included are a number of “Personnel Persuad- 
ers’ —folders on specific problems which he 


can hand out to potential transferees. 


If yours is a large organization, you may need 
this in several offices. Just give us the list to 


receive, “The Human Side of Moving”. No 


obligation, of course. 
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IIFICANCE 


N.I.T. League Calls Special 
Meeting on Symes Equipment 
Plan, ‘Incentive’ Per Diem 


The National Industrial Traffic 
League has called a special member- 
ship meeting to be held on February 
14 in the Palmer House, Chicago, 
to consider the suggestion of James 
M. Symes, president of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad, for the creation 
of a governmental agency to lease 
‘ailroad equipment to the railroads 
favored by a special League com- 
and a proposal to estab- 
lish “incentive per diem,” which the 
‘committee rejected. 


The League said in its announcement 
that its special committee on Ex Parte 
202-212 would make an informal report 
yf progress and developments and that 
additional subjects would undoubtedly 
be brought up for consideration and ac- 
tion 


In the course of its fiftieth anniversary 
meeting in Chicago last November (T.W., 
Nov. 23, 1957, p. 35) the League author- 
ized the appointment of a special com- 
mittee to study the Symes plan. At the 
same meeting it voted that there was to 
be no change in its policy in opposition 

penalty per diem (pending before 
Congress in H.R. 3626 and S. 942) but 
that the subject of per diem charges as 
a plan for possible alleviation of car 
shortages be submitted to the same 
special committee. 


A proposal for “incentive per diem” 
was advocated by the western railroads 
and is embodied in S. 2030, but Mr. 
Symes, in testimony before the trans- 
ortation and communications subcom- 
mittee of the House interstate and for- 

mn commerce committee opposed the 
plan of the western railroads (T.W., July 
27, 1957, p. 77). 

The League’s special committee, under 
the chairmanship of R. M. Boyd, gen- 

il traffic manager of the Pittsburgh 
Plate Glass Co., Pittsburgh, met early 

January in St. Louis. With 21 of the 
«7 members present, the League reports, 
' was recommended by a vote of 11 to 

that the League go on record as sup- 
rting the principles of the Symes plan 
for the creation of “a self-supporting gov- 
nmental railway equipment agency.” 
The committee also gave consideration 
the subject of the higher per diem 
arges as a plan for possible alleviation 
car shortages and voted unfavorably 
the proposal. 





{ 

) See Late News, Pages 17, 18 
and 19, for other transporta- 
tion news developments. 
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Sen. Smathers Says Railroads Should Have 
Relief From ‘Pressures’ and ‘Restrictions 


Surface Transportation Subcommittee Chairman, at End of First Part 
Of Railroad Hearing, Asserts That Need for ‘Constructive Action’ Is 
‘Imperative.’ Hearing Is to Resume in February With Other Witnesses. 


The first phase of a Senate sub- 
committee’s hearing into railroad 
problems ended late cn January 17 
with an assertion by Senator Smath- 
ers, of Florida, chairman of the sub- 
committee, that “attention by the 
Congress looking toward relief of at 
least some of the pressures and re- 
strictions of the railroads is im- 


perative.” The hearing began Jan- 
uary 13. It will be resumed in 
February. 


“We, as responsible legislators, cannot 
permit the railroads to die,” the senator 
declared in a closing statement. 

The surface transportation subcommit- 
tee of the Senate interstate and foreign 
commerce committee arranged the hear- 
ing to obtain information from railroad 


executives about “the deteriorating rail- 
road situation.” The subcommittee called 
for testimony as to what the railroads 
could do to help themselves, whether 
changes in I.C.C. policies were needed 
and on possible legislation. 

The subcommittee received many sug- 
gestions in all three categories, the testi- 
mony being based largely on the theme 
that railroads were still being regulated 
as a monopoly while the government was 
devoting large sums of money to subsidize 
largely unregulated railroad competition 
(T.W., Jan. 18, pp. 19 and 25). 

Daniel P. Loomis, president of the 
Association of American Railroads, testi- 
fied that some railroads faced bank- 
ruptcy or federal ownership unless some 
relief were accorded. 

Senators Smathers, in his statement 
closing the first phase of the hearing, 
said that the hearing would be resumed 














Five spokesmen for the nation’s railroads conferred January 17 with Senator Warren G. Mag- 
nuson, of Washington, chairman of the Senate committee on interstate and foreign commerce, at 
the conclusion of the first phase of hearings on the railroad situation conducted by the surface 


transportation subcommittee. Seated (from left to right): Senator Magnuson and Daniel P. Loomis, 
president of the Association of American Railroads. Standing (from left to right): E. S. Marsh, 
president of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway; Russell L. Dearmont, president of the 
Missouri Pacific Railroad; Harry A. DeButts, president of the Southern Railway System, and John 
W. Smith, president of the Seaboard Air Line Railroad. 
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some time in February, and that the 
subcommittee then would receive testi- 
mony on the railroad situation from labor 
spokesmen; from the Post Office, Com- 
merce and Defense departments, and 
from the I.C.C. Representatives of modes 
of transportation with which the rail- 
roads compete also are to take the 
witness stand some time this year 

“The testimony thus far,” Senator 
Smathers said, “eloquently demonstrates 
that the need is great, the cry is urgent 
and the time for constructive action is 
now.” 

His statement generally calling for ac- 
tion reffected a_ series statements 
which he had made in the course of the 
hearing In one such instance, H. C 


of 


Murphy, president of the Burlington 
Lines, referred to the hearing as a 
“study.” 

‘Mr. Murphy,” Senator Smathers said, 


we are hoping that more than a study 


will come out of this. Certainly we are 
going to study, but we are hoping that 
we can take some constructive action 
which will help ameliorate the situation 
with which the railroads are confront- 
ed 

There have been so many studies that 
we want shy away from that where 
and when we can.” 

In his statement, however, Senator 
Smathers added that the members of 


the subcommittee “fully appreciate that 
the clock of time cannot and will not 
be turned back—and I, for one, highly 
recommend that railroad officials avoid 
such an illusory hope.” 

Argument Begins 

As the railroad testimony ended, views 
opposed to those presented by the rail 
witnesses began to appear. There were 
these three instances: 

@ Arthur Summerfield, Postmaster 
General, sent to Senator Smathers a 
letter generally denying railroad charges 
that the department forced them to carry 
the mail at lower than I.C.C. rates 
through the “threat” of large scale di- 
version of mail to trucks and airplanes. 
He said that passenger abandonments 
were the main source of declining rail- 
road income from mail and that reduced 
rate agreements in effect were entered 
into “at the railroad’s suggestion and re- 
quest and for the railroad’s benefit” in 
order to meet truck competition (see 
story on page 29). 


@ The Brotherhood of Railroad Train- 
men, in its weekly publication, Train- 
men News, carried an article entitled 
“Railroad Cry ‘Poor’—Yet Dividends In- 
crease.” The article cited what it said 
were I.C.C. figures showing that between 
1946 and 1956 there were substantial per- 
centage increases in the proportion of 
railroad stock paying dividends, the aver- 
age rate of dividend paying stock and 
“the average rate on all railroad stock.” 
Total dividends in 1957 through Novem- 
ber, the publication said, were 5 per 
cent higher than the comparable 1956 
figure. 


@ The Inland Waterways Common 
Carriers Association announced on Jan- 
uary 20 that it had been granted per- 
mission to testify later and said it would 
“put into proper perspective” certain 
information supplied at the railroad 
hearings last week. The barge group, 
referring to railroad demands for user 
charges on the inland waterways, said 
that the railroads “are among the im- 





portant beneficiaries of federal invest- 
ment” and called the railroad bid for 
rate-making freedom “disturbing and un- 
necessary.” 

A spokesman for the trucking industry 
earlier had charged that in the hear- 
ing the railroads were attempting to help 
themselves by asking the government 
to assist them in hurting competitors 
(T.W., Jan. 18, p. 29) 


Smathers Statement 


In his closing statement, Senator 
Smathers said that to listen to the testi- 
mony of the railroad witnesses had been 
“a most profitable experience,” and 
added 

‘Their high caliber, their ability and 
their sincerity is inspiring to those of 
us who have heard them. It is obvious 
that they know what they are talking 
about, and they possess the rare ability 
to express themselves with coherence, 
precision and persuasiveness. I only wish 
all the members of the Senate could have 
heard them. 

“Our country, its economy, its popula- 
tion, are all moving forward. Changes 
are inevitable, and are, in fact, occurring 
at an astonishing pace. Transportation, 
one of the primary factors of our growth 


and our change, is itself undergoing 
great change 

“The railroads, once the dominant, 
overpowering segment of our nation’s 


transportation, no longer occupy that po- 
sition. 

“They have lost their pre-eminence, 
some of their importance and most, if 
not all, of their profits. 

“They are no longer an awesome mo- 
nopoly, but they are still essential to this 
nation’s economy in peace as well as in 
war. For that reason, we, as responsible 
legislators, cannot permit the railroads 
to die. 

“Attention by 


the Congress looking 


toward relief of at least some of the 
pressures and restrictions of the rail- 
roads is imperative. That is the basis 


for holding these hearings. 

“T am sure that all of us on this com- 
mittee fully appreciate that the clock 
of time cannot and will not be turned 
back, and I, for one, highly recommend 
that railroad officials avoid such an il- 
lusory hope. 

“To accomplish any relief through 
legislative action will, however, require 
more than just hearings and studies, 
more than just pages of detailed testi- 
mony. 

“I concur with the chairman of the 
Florida Railroad Commission in his 
statement that a new attitude is essen- 
tial if we are to solve this problem of 
the railroads. This is necessary, for 
more—much more—than just the rail- 
roads is involved. Our nation’s economy, 
our nation’s welfare, and future is, and 
must be, our final consideration. 


‘Second Largest Industry’ 


“The railroad industry is the second 
largest industry in the United States and 
the fourth largest employer in the coun- 
try. It has been in the past one of the 
largest purchasers of steel, oil, lumber 
and many other items. Obviously, when 
the railroads’ economic position begins to 
deteriorate and they start a drastic re- 
trenchment program, it has far-reach- 
ing effects throughout our entire econ- 
omy. 

“And what do these hearings already 
reveal? They have shown that railroad 
employment has dropped from 1,226,663 
in 1952 to 985,100 in 1957, a decrease of 
241,563 employes for the five year pe- 


riod or an average reduction of er 
4,000 per month. Not only has this re. 
sulted in a tremendous economic los 
labor, but it has been an equally re- 
mendous drain on unemployment 
pension funds set up to take cars 
the unemployed. 

“In 1951 the railroads 
558,000 tons of steel. 
10 per cent 


purchased 
This was clos 
of the entire United Stat 
consumption of steel. Since that t 
there has been a constant but ste 
decline in the purchase of steel by 
railroads and no one needs to ren 
any of us of the importance of ste 
our economy. These declining  pur- 
chases resulting from a steady retrench- 
ment on the part of the railroads 
viously will soon drastically affect 
economy. 

“In the light of these figures and th 
obvious connection drawn from then 
it is important that all of us in and 
of the transportation field, even those 
in the transportation field but not in the 
railroad industry, must raise our sight 


and develop a new attitude—a spirit 
objectivity and selflessness—if we are t 
stop the destruction of a vital part 


the transportation 
ward trend of our 

“The testimony 
demonstrates that 
cry is urgent, 


structive 


system and the down- 
nation’s economy 
thus far eloquent 
the need is great, th 
and the time for 
action is now. 


Other Railroad Witnesses 

In addition to Mr. Murphy, other rail- 
road officials who testified in the last 
part of the hearing included D. B. Jenks 
president of the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railroad; D. J. McGanney, vice- 
president of the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road, who presented a statement on be- 
half of D. J. Russell, president, John W 
Smith, president of Seaboard Air Line 
Railroad; Cedric A. Major, president of 
the Lehigh Valley Railroad Co. and 
Arthur Williams, president of the Stand- 
ard Railway Equipment Manufacturing 
Co., Chicago, who testified as chairman 
of the Railway Progress Institute. A 
statement was filed in the record on be- 
half of Ben W. Heineman, chairman ol 
the Chicago & North Western Railway 
System. 

Mr. Murphy testified that in his opin- 
ion “our basic difficulty is subsidized 
competition.” 

“We have other problems, of course 
he said, “but our inadequate earnings 
and reduced share of total traffic, are di- 
rectly traceable—I think—to the fact 
that our charges must and do reflect the 
full cost of our service, whereas the 
charges of our competitors generally d 
not include the full economic cost o! 
their services.” 

He went on to describe the situation 
this way: 

“When you buy a ticket on an air- 
plane, the general taxpayer stands be- 
side you and contributes to the cost of 
your trip. When a bus or truck trans- 
ports you or your property over the pub- 
lic highways, the private motorist joins 
the general taxpayer in sharing a part 
of the cost of your trip or your shipment 
And every time a barge tow moves down 
one of our improved inland waterways 
the shipper or owner of its cargo pays 
only a part of the cost of the service. The 
federal government pays for that part of 
the cost involved in creation and maint 
nance of the channel, the navigation aids 
and other related expenses. 

“The railroads thus operate under se- 
vere handicaps which make it increa 


ingly difficult for them to participate in 
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movement of freight and passenger 
ffic. This economic injustice gets 
se each year because we must spend 
e and more on the maintenance and 
yrovement of our roadway, and pay 
re and more state taxes on such prop- 
while the government concurrently 
nds more and more on airways, high- 
s, and waterways, for the use of our 
ipetitors who contribute little, if any- 
ng, to the cost of local government 
ough ad valorem taxes 
This would be tragic enough if the 
ly result was traffic-starved and fi- 
incially weakened system of railroad 
transportation. But the implications of 
policy go much deeper. These false 
distorted standards of transporta- 
cost frequently divert traffic into 
nnatural and uneconomic channels; 


encourage operations which, if self-sup- 


porting, would be marginal at best, and 
penalize the true low-cost form of trans- 
portation—the railroads. The result is 
that the overall cost of transportation is 
higher than it should be and higher than 


t would be if each form of carriage stood 


its own feet, without subsidy, and 
full, true, economic cos‘s of trans- 
ortation were included in the charges 


f our competitors. 

Except for the pipelines, oceans and 
Great Lakes, the railroads are the most 
economical form of mass transportation, 
when all true economic costs are con- 
idered. Of course, cost is not the only 

Speed, convenience, and flexi- 
would take some traffic or travel- 
ers into the air, or onto the highways 
in any event, and without regard to the 
inherent low cost advantage of the rail- 
roads. Likewise, barge traffic would con- 
tinue to move over our inland water- 
ways, in any event, because slower move- 
ment reduces warehouse charges, be- 
cause of special loading or unloading 
arrangements, or for other reasons 

But, if a way could be found to abol- 
ish all forms of subsidy to all forms of 
transportation, and each could compete 
with the other on terms of absolute 
equality, I think ‘the deteriorating rail- 
road situation’ would cease, abruptly, to 
exist. Instead you would see a regenera- 
tion or renaissance of the railroads, the 
over-all cost of transportation would be 
reduced, and the nation would enjoy 
the best possible transportation at the 
lowest possible cost 

‘And this would tend to bring pro- 
gressively better service at progressively 
lower costs because of the unique char- 
acteristics of railroad transportation. 
Unlike most of our competitors, we can 
id another car to a train without a 
proportionate increase in our costs.” 


lactor 
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User Charges Backed 


Mr. Murphy noted that the Budget 
3ureau had directed all federal agencies 
propose a system of user charges for 
federal benefits which accrue more to in- 
dividuals than to the general public and 
he urged that the subcommittee support 
iplementing legislation when it came 
before Congress. 
In the meantime, he asked that the 
cise taxes on transportation be re- 
aled, that the I.C.C. be barred from 
nsidering the impact on other modes 
hen judging railroad rates, that the 
ricultural exemption be repealed or 
rtailed, that “psuedo-private carriage” 
restricted and the railroads be per- 
itted “more just and realistic treat- 
ent” under the tax laws. 
In the latter he included support for 
® proposal by Mr. Loomis that railroads 
» permitted to establish construction re- 


i 


_ aAeantwWe 


serves which would not be subject to in- 
come tax if they were used for construc- 
tion or equipment purchases within a 
specified time. 

Mr. Jenks, who laid stress on the pro- 


posal that railroads be permitted to 
“diversify” by owning other forms of 
transport without restriction, told the 


subcommittee that the Rock Island in 
1957 had an estimated 2.3 per cent rate of 
return on a $540 million investment “in 
spite of the fact that our traffic held up 
rather well. The road’s passenger deficit 
runs $17,700,000 a year, he added, with 
$1.5 million of that attributable to Chi- 
cago commuter traffic 

“We are very definitely against any 
government subsidy,” he said, “but on the 
other hand we don’t care to have our 
stockholders subsidize our passengers and 
that is just what is happening. 

“Take the suburban operation alone, we 
are subsidizing the individual commuter 
10 cents a day.” 


He suggested, in the matter of aban- 
donments of passenger trains, that the 
I.C.C. be given authority over state com- 
missions “so we could get the same treat- 
ment in each state and a more-objective 
view.” 

On railroad 
operations, Mr 


expansion 
Jenks 


trucking 
subcom- 


into 
told the 
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financing plan, envisioning a federal 
agency to buy rolling stock and lease it 
to the railroads, or a recreation of a 
lending agency such as the Reconstruc- 
tion Finance Corp., “might lead to hav- 
ing the government engaging in the 
transportation business.” 

Mr. Jenks said this would occur “if it 
doesn’t get its money back.” 

“The obvious way” to help the rail- 
roads, Mr. Jenks said, would be to give 
them “equality of opportunity.” 

Senator Purtell, of Connecticut, asked 
whether permitting unrestricted truck 
operations by railroads might result in 
a decision by the railroads that it would 
be better business-wise to operate fleets 
of trucks “to the detriment of the rail- 
roads themselves?” 

“No, sir,” Mr. Jenks replied, “on ac- 
count of the fundamental economy of 
railroad operation. It is the cheapest 
way to move goods.” 


Combination Inevitable 


In reply to another question, Mr. Jenks 
agreed that “combination of the two 
(rail and truck) is ultimate.” 

He said that the recent Supreme Court 





Union Heads, Rail Management to Meet 


At the suggestion of railroad unions, officials of the labor groups and 
spokesmen for railroad management will meet in Washington, D.C., on 
January 30 to discuss the program outlined by the railroads at the Senate 
surface transportation subcommittee hearing. 


Daniel P. Loomis, president of the Association of American Railroads, said 
that the meeting was arranged to determine if there was “an area of 
agreement” between the railroads and the unions. 


The unions are to testify when the hearing resumes in February, and 


it would help prospects of passage of railroad-proposed legislation if it 
could be supported by union witnesses. 


Mr. Loomis said the idea for the labor-management meeting was made 
in a letter to him from George Leighty, president of the Order of Railroad 
Telegraphers and of the Railway Labor Executives Association. 





mittee that it was possible but that the 
Commission usually attached conditions 
that restricted the service. 

Senator Smathers asked whether “the 
limitation which actually exists is not a 
limitation in view of the specific expres- 
sions of Congress but is rather a limita- 
tion which has been derived and grown 
up from I.C.C. decisions and possibly 
court decisions? ” 


‘Really an Interpretation’ 


“Yes, sir,” Mr. Jenks answered. “It 
is really an interpretation of the word- 
ing (of the act).” 

“There is no law that you know of,” 
the senator continued, “that prohibits 
one medium of transportation from going 
into the other field?” 

“Not as far as trucking operations are 
concerned,” Mr. Jenks answered. 

Mr. Jenks said that the railroads’ 
problems were “more deep-seated” than 
recent declines in carloadings. 

“The real question,” he said, “is do you 
want to have railroads or not. And if 
you want them there is one of three Ways 
to have them.” 

As two ways he mentioned subsidy and 
government ownership, but he said he 
did not desire either. He inserted the 
comment that the Symes equipment 


decision allowing the Rock Island to 
engage in unrestricted trucking opera- 
tions did not settle the question of di- 
versification. He said legislation was 
still needed to permit railroads to enter 
the trucking field on an “equal basis.” 
Mr. Jenks stated that the court de- 
cision was important in that it rejected 
the truckers’ contention that the Com- 
mission is powerless under present law 
to grant common carrier rights to rail- 
road-owned trucking company. 
Nevertheless, he said, the decision 
“confirmed and crystallized into law the 
restrictive policy” of the I.C.C., since the 
Rock Island obtained its authority on 
the basis of “special circumstances” 
which would not apply in every case. 


Mr. McGanney also emphasized that 
diversification into unrestricted trucking 
operations would benefit the Southern 
Pacific. He also echoed earlier proposals 
for repeal of the transportation excise 
taxes and restriction of the agricultural 
exemption. 

He also made one recommendation not 
suggested by any of the other railroad 
officials—that the I.C.C. be given pri- 
mary jurisdiction over intrastate freight 
rates in general rate cases. 

“In revenue cases,” he said, “the In- 
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terstate Commerce Commission should 
have authority, upon a finding as to the 
financial need of the railroads, to order 
increases in rates to be immediately ef- 
fective on intrastate traffic at the same 
time as effective on interstate traffic, 
thus avoiding the long delay and cum- 
bersome process that we must go through 
in obtaining the final relief under sec- 
tion-13 proceedings.” 

Senator Bricker, of Ohio, asked whether 
the Constitution would permit such a 
grant of authority to the I.C.C., and Mr 
McGanney replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. McGanney said that the “pattern 
in one state” in which the Southern Pa- 
cific operates was “to never permit the 
general rate increase to apply to the bulk 
of the commodities moving intrastate in 
that state.” Before relief can be obtained 
through the I.C.C., he said, “years of the 
revenue needs have developed” and the 
railroad has sustained “very substantial 
losses.” 

In general rate increase cases, he said, 
the ILC.C. “assumes” that the state 
agencies involved will go along. 

On railroad ownership of competing 
forms of transportation, Mr. McGanney 
said that the advantages would include 
“a unified service to the public which 
will be superior to services which it can 
obtain in separate ownership.” Better 
services such as “piggyback” can be de- 
veloped “without profit conflicts,” he as- 
serted. 

Another benefit, he said, is that rail- 
roads “would be able to generate new 
sources of income” and “take advantage 
of financial aids which have been ac- 
corded their competitors and which were 
provided in part from their (railroads’) 
own taxes.” 


It is an “inconsistency,” he said, to 
permit railroad trucking operations over 
short hauls and to deny this operation 
on long hauls. 


Return Rate ‘Not Sufficient’ 


He said the Southern Pacific’s 1956 
rate of return was 2.79 per cent including 
tax deferrals obtained through rapid 
amortization projects and would be 1.99 
per cent if these deferrals were not avail- 
able. 


He described this rate as “not suffi- 
cient to permit the company to continue 
to improve its services or expand to mee‘ 
the needs of the rapidly growing area” 
it serves. 


Mr. Smith, of the Seaboard Air Line 
told the subcommittee that the testimony 
preceding his “indicates that some 25 
per cent of the railroad industry is in 
such critical condition that receivership 
might well eventuate in the not too dis- 
tant future unless the railroad lot is im- 
proved. 


“We have only you to look to,” he said 
to the committee members. 

He said that the Seaboard from 1951 
to 1957 increased its total revenues by 
$14 million but netted an increase of but 
$500,000 in railway operating income 


“despite large capital outlays” to im- 
prove efficiency of operation. 
He said the railroad had $6 million 


programed for improvements in 1958 and 
he added that the annual average in 
past years was about $25 million. 
Unless their earning power is improved 
soon, the railroads will not be able to 
cope with present traffic declines and 
‘will further deteriorate with a conse- 


quent worsening of an already precarious 
financial situation,” Mr. Smith said. 

“The impact of the failure of a sub- 
stantial portion of our industry will not 
be confined to this country alone,” he 
declared. “I shudder to think of the im- 
pact that a failure of our transportation 
system would have not only on our 
allies nearby and overseas but also, in 
reverse manner, om those who would 
seek to eliminate democracy from the 
face of the earth.” 

Mr. Smith said that “we will not buy 
anything that will not be needed for 
immediate use,” this year, and added 

“It is unfortunate that in an economy 
which shows signs of receding, the less- 
ening of business activity must be fur- 
ther aggravated by the substantial re- 
ductions in expenditures by the railroad 
industry. The effect on other industries 
will be great. There will be unemploy- 
ment with a corresponding lessening of 
buying power. Less steel will be required 
fewer automobiles purchased. In fact, no 
industry will go unaffected.” 

Recommending steps to be taken by 
Congress, he called for legislation to per- 
mit the railroads “greater freedom in 
the field of competitive rate making.” 
Traffic is diverted and revenues are lost, 
he said, by the frequent refusal by the 
Commission to permit rate reductions 
which might disturb the competitive bal- 
ance between railroads and other car- 
riers. 


‘Economically Wrong’ 


“I am not in a position to say whether 
this policy is legally sound, but I am 
convinced that it is economically wrong,” 
he commented. 

Mr. Smith gave as a second major fac- 
tor in railroad traffic diversion the ex- 
emption from economic regulation of the 
transportation of agricultural commodi- 
ties by motor carriers. He also called 
for railroads to be permitted to go into 
other modes of transportation and to 
handle traffic by truck under conditions 
no more restrictive than those applied 
to others. 

Turning to the need to acquire more 
investment capital to improve railroad 
facilities and services, Mr. Smith said 
that substantial temporary cash bene- 
fits would accrue to the railroads if more 
realistic rates of depreciation were al- 
lowed for income tax purposes. He ad- 
vocated establishing a maximum life of 
20 years over which to depreciate rail- 
road property. 

“This would be a means of providing 
railroads with urgently needed funds at 
no ultimate cost of the government,” he 
said. 

Mr. Major limited his testimony to a 
plea that approval be given to a “con- 
promise” bill which would settle a long 
dispute between the railroads and the 
Treasury Department over depreciation 
treatment of certain roadway equipment. 


As the result of certain revenue rulings, 
he said, the department held that the 
railroads were entitled to depreciate only 
70 per cent of roadway facilities on the 
books in 1943, when the railroads shifted 
from “retirement” to “straight-line” de- 
preciation methods for these facilities. 


“All taxpayers except the railroads,” he 
said “are permitted to recoup without 
tax 100 per cent of the cost of depreciable 
assets.” 

The bill, as Mr. Major testified, was 
approved by the House ways and means 
committee for inclusion as an amendment 
in H.R. 8381, a measure making many 
technical changes in tax law, and was 
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scheduled for House action on Jan ary 
20. This was postponed, however, ad a 
committee spokesman said the bill p-ob- 
ably would be put over until the wee 
of January 27. 

The compromise plan, subject 
House hearing in 1957 (T.W., Apri 
1957, p. 106), was described by Mr. Major 
this way: 

“On the one hand, the railroads « 
ing to come under its provisions waive 
their rights as to past years, wherea 
the Treasury, on the other hand, recog- 
nizes as to future years the basic rig 
to recoupment through annual deprecia- 
tion charges of 100 per cent.” 


Benefits Estimated 


Other railroad spokesmen have said 
that the total depreciation to be allowe 
under the compromise would be about 
the same as if straight line depreciatio: 
had been in effect all along. The bill j 
expected to give the railroads about 
$350 million in extra depreciation allow- 
ances in future years. The roads conten 
they could perhaps win as much as $7 
million if they went to court, and hencs 
the compromise. 

Mr. Williams directed his testimony t 
how the railroads’ financial position was 
affecting their purchases of equipment 
He said total purchases amounted t& 
$3,114,000,000 in 1956 and that unles 
“remedial legislation” were passed thi 
spending would be “cut to the bone” wit 
serious economic effects in the supplier 
industry. 

This would have “an 
great” effect on the 
Mr. Williams said. 

“The security of almost 2 million 
wage earners is dependent to a large 
degree on the remedial action you 
take as a result of these hearings,” he 
said. “What is involved here, therefore 
is not only the fate of impersonal 
economic entities known as railroads 
but, even more important, the welfare 
of people; workers in communities 
throughout the country.” 

Mr. Williams documented his plea with 
statistics which, he said, showed that 
when railway carloadings dropped and 
railway purchasing was curtailed in 1954 
the supply manufacturers were forced t 
cut their labor forces by 50 to 70 per 
cent, as compared with a reduction in 
railway labor of only 11 per cent. 


“You have listened to many of the 
nation’s top railway executives,” he 
added. “They have, without exception 
painted a disturbing picture of ‘the de- 
teriorating railroad situation.’ If this 
situation does not improve; if your com- 
mittee and the Congress do not come 
forward quickly with remedial measures 
to insure its improvement, the railroads 
will have no alternative but to cut their 
purchases to the bone, postpone every 
hoped-for addition and improvement 
and defer as much maintenance and 
repair work as safety permits 
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Heineman Statement 


Mr. Heineman said in his statement 
filed with the subcommittee that the 
future of the nation’s railroads hinged 
on their acquiring the freedom to cap- 
ture a “fair share” of the freight traffic 
market. He said that, unless halted, the 
continued reduction of the railroads’ pro- 
portion of total freight traffic, combined 
with constantly increasing rates, will be 
“fatal” to the industry. 

“The vicious circle of loss of markets 
higher rates, still further loss of mar- 
kets, still higher rates, can be stopped 
only by providing the railroads with far 
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without regard to their impact on other 
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ter freedom to price competitively 
to price for quantity, thereby re- 

the railroads’ inherent effici- 

he said. 

jut even this will be insufficient un- 

railroad managements are also en- 
to eliminate compelled waste—by 
authorized and encouraged to Op- 
the railroads as efficiently as they 

w how through the elimination of 

ecessary service and facilities.” 

r these reasons, Mr. Heineman 

ed, Congress should authorize each 

ie of transportation to make rates 


ies, provided that 
mpensatory on an incremental basis 
ind do not discriminate between ship- 
el Authority should be granted also, 
added, to make quantity rates where 
tified by savings of cost and also rate 
reements in return for a guaranteed 
nnage or proportion of the shipper’s 

il volume of traffic. 

He also urged that Congress declare 
it is the transportation policy of 
United States, and in the public in- 

est, that railroads be operated as effi- 

iently as possible, eliminating unneces- 


such rates are 


sary and uneconomic services and facili- 


with provision for equitable treat- 
ment of railroads in cases where they are 
required to continue to provide uneco- 
nomic passenger service. 

Elaborating on the railroads’ passen- 
er-deficit problem, Mr. Heineman said 
that in recent years his railroad’s losses, 
primarily from through-passenger opera- 
tions had absorbed more than 75 per cent 
f its net operating income from freight 
service 

Passenger deficits of this type, he 
added, prevent the C. & N.W. from re- 
pairing and purchasing rolling stock and 
equipment and from making many of 
the capital expenditures which “prudent 
management requires in order to broaden 
and enhance those services the railroad 
is capable of performing better than any- 
one else.” 

Many railroad freight rates, the rail- 
road president continued, “are substan- 
tially higher than they need or should be 
because of governmentally imposed re- 
strictions on pricing, and because of com- 
pelled waste.” When to these factors is 
added the effect of an inequitable trans- 
ortation tax, he said, the results are 
“disastrous.” 

Matters that in any other competi- 

e industry are for the determination 
ff management, based on over-all con- 
siderations of sound economics and serv- 
ice are in the railroad industry matters 
for public hearing and debate, political 
pressure upon the regulatory commis- 
sions involved, and interminable delay, 
with little guarantee that a sound result 
will obtain,” Mr. Heineman concluded. 


Wabash President Heard 


A minimum level of rate of return on 

lroad investment should be specified 
in the interstate commerce act as a guide 
for the Commission, Arthur K. Atkinson, 
resident of the Wabash Railroad Co., 
told the subcommittee on January 17. 

Mr. Atkinson told the subcommittee 
that the LC.C. “in effect” said in its de- 

ion in Ex Parte No. 206 that there was 
nothing official to indicate what earnings 
rate Congress intended for the railroads. 

Let’s put something before them,” Mr. 
A‘kinson said. 


He added that he could not suggest 
wnat the figure would be but he told the 
S\becommittee that a 5% per cent rate 
0 return was specified in the 1920 trans- 








portation act, since superseded by stat- 
utes containing no such specification. 

Other witnesses testifying as the first 
phase of the subcommittee hearing 
neared an end were Walter J. Tuohy, 
president of the Chesapeake & Ohio Rail- 
way, and W. R. Rouse, vice-president 
and general counsel of the Union Pacific 
Railroad 

“It is evident,” said Mr. Atkinson, 
“that as regulated the railroad industry 
is unable to provide the funds adequate 
to maintain and improve its property 
at the current rate of return.” 


Comparable to Depression 


For 1956, he said, the average railroad 
rate of return was 3.95 per cent, which 
he asserted was “not too much better 
than for the depression years.” He said 
the Wabash’s rate of return for 1957 
would be an estimated 4.1 per cent. 

“I feel that Congress should set a 
minimum rate of return which the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission should 
permit the railroads to earn,” he said. 

Because of the poor earning record of 
the industry since 1930, Mr. Atkinson 
said, it was “a practical impossibility” to 
increase the mortgage or bonded indebt- 
edness to obtain new money. The same 
factor, he added, discouraged new equity 
financing. 

“Consequently,” he stated, “all capi- 
tal funds for additions and betterments 
to the roadway or fixed plant must be 
produced within the railroad from de- 
preciation, retirement credits and net 
earnings.” 

Mr. Atkinson said that “the problems 
of the railroads will not be simplified 
by a single solution.” He went on to 
suggest a five-point program, which, 
he said, would “go far to relieve the 
immediate needs of the country for 
transportation and assist the railroads 
in serving America.” 


Five-Point Program 

Besides advocating a “fair” 
return, he urged the following: 

“1, Permit railroad management to 
use its judgment in the operation of its 
business, including the use of the mode 
of transportation best suited to each 
commodity and in establishing charges 
for transportation services commensu- 
rate with the needs of the public. 

“2. Repeal, amend or modify legis- 
lation which discriminates against com- 
mon carriers and their users by reason 
of arbitrary and unrealistic exemptions 
from regulation or by the imposition of 
taxes such as the federal excise levies 
on transportation. 

“3. Assess charges against any enter- 
prise commensurate with the benefits it 
derives from its use of public facilities. 

“4. Create a government agency 
through which the railroads may acquire 
an adequate supply of equipment with- 
out cost to the government.” 


Exempt ‘Ad’ Put in Record 


On the question of exempt trans- 
portation, Mr. Atkinson read to the sub- 
committee an advertisement from a mid- 
western newspaper which, he said, 
showed a key example of how the agri- 
cultural exemption was used. 


The advertisement was addressed to 
“potato shippers.” The truck company 
placing the advertisement said that “we 
have trucks returning empty from Grand 
Forks to Chicago and the St. Louis area 
daily.” It promised “fast insured trans- 
portation” and declared: “Set your own 
rate.” 


Mr. Atkinson submitted to the sub- 


rate of 
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committee a list showing that the I.C.C. 
in agricultural exemption proceedings 
had declared 48 commodities or varia- 
tions of commodities exempt and that 
this list had been expanded by 33 others 
in subsequent court decisions. 

“Nothing better illustrates the need 
for legislative clarification than the in- 
terpretations of the agricultural exemp- 
tion set forth in section 203(b)(6) of 
the interstate commerce act (49 US.C. 
Sec. 303(b) (6)),” he said. “I am confi- 
dent that the drafter of the act expected 
that the exemption therein meant that 
the farmer, or someone he might em- 
ploy, would take his produce or livestock 
from his farm to the first processing 
point or the fisherman, or someone he 
might employ, would take his catch 
from the wharf to the first processing 
point. Neither the Interstate Commerce 
Commission nor the courts have so 
limited the exemption. In view of the 
Supreme Court, the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, if anything, has been too 
stringent in its interpretation of that 
act.” 

Frozen Foods ‘Serious’ 


“The action of the courts in placing 
frozen foods in the exempt category has 
had a serious effect on the rail carriers’ 
revenues,” he said. “There has been a 
tremendous growth in the tons of frozen 
foods produced in the United States... . 


“While rail deliveries have increased, 
the percentage of the frozen foods han- 
dled by the railroads to the total produc- 
tion has substantially decreased over the 
past nine years. Studies by my company 
evidence a tremendous volume of this 
traffic is being handled by exempt car- 
riers. It is highly desirable traffic to both 
the railroad and the exempt carriers, and 
with the view of securing a liberal share 
of the business we have purchased ex- 


pensive equipment to handle these com- 
modities. 


Equipment Expenditures 


“During the year 1956 the American 
Refrigerator Transit Co., of which the 
Wabash is part owner, placed in service 
mechanical refrigerator cars at a cost of 
$590,625. Additional cars have been or- 
dered for delivery during the first part 
of 1958 at a cost of $1,298,500. These 
cars are designated and used almost ex- 
clusively for handling of frozen fruits, 
vegetables and dressed poultry. These ex- 
penditures will go for naught if frozen 
food is to continue as an exempt com- 
modity as the railroads with their fixed 
rates cannot hope to compete against 
unregulated carriers who can charge 
whatever rate is necessary to obtain the 
traffic. “These intinerant or exempt 
truckers are free from regulations aside 
from the safety requirements. On un- 
regulated or exempt truck operators 
there is no mandate to provide adequate 
and non-discriminatory service — they 
simply come and go as they please. No 
standards of any kind are observed and 
their prices or rates are affected by 
whatever amount is necessary to get the 
traffic and stay in business. 


“They do not under the present law 
have to adhere to rate-making regula- 
tion, observe any particular routes or be 
concerned with fourth section of the 
act or provide standby service. They 


are free to charge from day to day what- 
ever rates they may desire to name. 


“Tt is not uncommon for them to haul 
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traffic in one direction at a given rate 
to a shipper and to bring back a load at 
a ridiculously low rate rather than re- 
turn with no load at all.” 

Cc. & O. ‘Strong’ 

Mr. Tuohy was the first railroad pres- 
ident to testify who cited a satisfactory 
financial situation in his own company. 
He said the C. & O. “is not by any means 
in a ‘precarious’ position” and “through 
the years . . . has been favored with com- 
paratively good earnings.” 

“In a word,” he said, “the Chesapeake 
& Ohio is financially and physically 
strong.” 

“The fate of any railroad, including 
the C. & O., is in the long run tied to 
that of the industry. Each railroad is 
an integral and inseparable part of the 
nation’s rail system and will stand or 
fall with it.” 

Senator Lausche, of Ohio, told Mr. 
Tuohy that the railroad contention that 
competition was subsidized was “a dis- 
pute.” 

The railroad president replied that 
he understood that “some people don’t 
agree with us” but he said that “any 
good representative” of competing trans- 
portation would concede that his indus- 
try was treated different from the treat- 
ment afforded railroads and then would 
try to justify that treatment. 

Senator Lausche asked Mr. Tuohy 
whether he favored the recent directive 
by the Bureau of the Budget to all fed- 
eral agencies to propose a system of 
charges for government services deemed 
to benefit some group more than the 
general public. 

“Senator, we'd love to adopt that as 
our constitution,” Mr. Tuohy replied. 

In response to another question, Mr. 
Tuohy said the railroads would be 
“happy” if some neutral agency con- 
ducted a study of subsidies to the various 
modes of transportation. He asserted that 
the railroads would have “no fear” of the 
results. 

Mr. Tuohy then said that he desired 
to make those statements as an indivi- 
dual, rather than a spokesman for the 
railroad industry. 


New ‘Climate’ Desired 


In a written statement presented to 
the subcommittee, Mr. Tuohy said that 
the testimony of his colleagues “con- 
sistently stressed the need for a regula- 
tory climate which recognizes that 
monopoly is no longer with us.” To ob- 
tain that, he said, he recommended a 
two-part program embracing nine indi- 
vidual steps. 

“It seems to me,” he said, “that the 
presidents’ presentations here add up to 
a plea for two basic opportunities. These 
are (1) freedom from uneconomic bur- 
dens, and (2) freedom to compete equal- 
ly. Now, the first of these. 


I. Freedom From Uneconomic Burdens 
“Let the railroads: 


“1. Provide passenger-train services 
without the crippling effect of stagger- 
ing losses. A first step in this direction 
could well be giving the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission jurisdiction over the 
discontinuance of unneeded train service 
and stations. 


“2. Carry 
rates. 


the nation’s mail at fair 


“3. Give better service by coordinating 
This in- 


and unifying their activities. 









cludes mergers and consolidations to 
eliminate needless or duplicate facilities. 

“As the testimony here has shown, the 
railroads are doing much to help them- 
selves. One important area in which 
they are active is that of mergers and 
consolidations. It would be helpful if 
this committee, being convinced of these 
facts, would express the conclusion that 
railroad mergers, in the public interest, 
should be encouraged and expedited un- 
der the provisions of existing law. 

“4. Have realistic depreciation deduc- 
tions and the construction reserve so 
that their worn-out and obsolete facil- 
ities can be replaced. Present deductions 
and allowances are inadequate. 

“These four points constitute the first 
opportunity sought by the railroads, 
freedom from uneconomic burdens. 

“Now, the second opportunity sought 


II. Freedom to Compete Equally 

“This is how: 

“1. Remove the excise taxes paid by 
the railroads’ customers, the shippers 
and travelers. These taxes, 3 per cent 
on freight and 10 per cent on passenger, 
are highly discriminatory and weaken 
all common carriers. 


“2. Impose realistic user charges for 
such publicly provided transportation 
facilities as highways, waterways, air- 
ways and airports. The railroads must 
provide their own equivalent facilities. 

“3. Provide greater freedom in rate 
making, so that the railroads may pass 
on to the public their advantages of 
inherent low-cost transportation. 

“4. Eliminate pseudo-private carriage 
and restate the agricultural exemption 
provisions to their original scope. 

“5. Remove the artificial barriers to 
transport diversification so that trans- 
portation companies may engage in all 
forms of transportation. To deny any 
carrier the right to avail itself of the 
latest technological developments stifles 
the very growth which has made this 
nation great.” 


Union Pacific Official 


Mr. Rouse said that railroads should 
be allowed freedom to make “competi- 
tive” freight rates, freedom to engage 
in other modes of transportation and 
freedom to meet expanding capital in- 
vestment requirements. A fourth major 
need, he said, lay in freedom from dis- 
criminatory taxation. 


Mr. Rouse stated that there was a 
widely believed “myth” that the Union 
Pacific received enormous grants of oil- 
bearing lands from the government. The 
fact is, he stated, that more than 98 
per cent of the oil and gas revenues 
received by the Union Pacific had been 
from land purchased by the railroad from 
non-government owners. 


He urged that limitations be placed on 
the agricultural commodity exemption, 
which he said permitted truckers to haul 
farm and other commodities at “unpub- 
lished secret rates, whereas the railroads 
must publish their rates, and are not able 
to change rapidly enough to give the 
farmers the benefit of more efficient 
lower-cost rail transportation.” 


This was “some of the most difficult 
competition” faced by common carriers, 
he added, and he asked that it be re- 
stricted to its original purpose of exempt- 
ing farm-to-market hauls. 


‘Self-Serving Assertions’ 

“There can be no doubt, despite self- 
serving assertions to the contrary, that 
huge federal subsidies to air carriers, mo- 
tor trucks and waterways are one of the 
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principal causal factors in the deteri 
tion of the country’s railroad indust: 
he said. 

Yet, when seeking to meet this sub:i- 
dized competition, the Union Pacific and 
other railroads are prevented by law 
from making “competitive rates. 

“The result of this is to place at a se- 
rious competitive disadvantage a pri- 
vately owned, tax-paying property and 
to require it to be operated at less than 
capacity while competing forms of trans- 
portation, including private transporta- 
tion, are being heavily subsidized by 
municipal, state and national govern- 
ment. Where transportation by railroad 
is more efficient and less costly, the pub- 
lic interest is not being served.” 

“The railroads have the right to be 
freed of second-class citizenship in the 
business community. 

“Some alleviation of the competitive 
ills which presently beset the railroads 
would normally be available to other in- 
dustries through diversification and their 
own ability to compete in the other com- 
petitive fields.” 

He asked for the removal of “arbitrary 
restrictions” against one form of trans- 
portation engaging in another form 

“Under our present tax structure,” 
he asserted, “the retention or acquisition 
of sufficient capital to meet the require- 
ments of the present and the immedi- 
ately foreseeable future is becoming in- 
creasingly difficult for all railroads and 
virtually impossible for some.” 

Two means of meeting this problem, 
Mr. Rouse said, were through an expan- 
sion of revenue and permission for the 
railroads to establish tax-free construc- 
tion reserves. 

The railroad official asked for repeal 
of the “regressive” 3 per cent federal 
excise tax on freight charges and the 
10 per cent excise tax on passenger fares 
He declared that the freight tax “is dis- 
criminatory against western and other 
long-distance shippers, is inflationary to 
all shippers, and it is questionable how 
much revenue loss to the government, if 
any, would be involved in its repeal.” 


New Group of Commodities 
To Be Surveyed in Canada 


The Dominion Bureau of Statistics has 
informed the Canadian Industrial Traffic 
League that a new list of commodities 
will be surveyed in connection with the 
program of equalization of commodity 
rates in Canada. 

In a letter to the league the bureau 
said that, in January, 1958, the com- 
modities being surveyed would be 
dropped and that, in their place, the 
following commodity groups would be 
surveyed: 

Sugar beets; paper, scrap or waste 
mineral wool; aluminum billets, ingots, 
pigs and slabs; copper bars (rough cast), 
billets, cakes, cathodes, ingots, pigs and 
slabs; nickel bars, billets, blocks, ingots, 
pigs, plates and slabs; alloys and metals; 
farm tractors, agricultural implements 
and parts; acids and chemicals, and 
sugar (cane and beet). 


The bureau informed the league that 
“all will be reported as outbound traffic 
with the exception of sugar beets which 
will be reported by sugar beet factories 
as inbound.” 


The'survey will be based on one week's 
traffic a month and will terminate at the 
end of 12 months, according to the 
bureau, on the understanding that, after 
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q period of at least a year, the companies 

again be asked to report their 

fic. If so, the bureau said, it would 

at “a greatly reduced rate, perhaps 
week in three months.” 


Central Area Shipper-Motor 
Carrier Conference Opposes 
Ton-Mile Taxes on Trucks 


From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World) 


Opposition to all “third-structure” 
taxes on trucks was expressed in a 
olution adopted by the Central 
Area Shipper-Motor Carrier Confer- 
ice in the course of its first regu- 
meeting, January 16 and 17, in 
Oliver hotel, South Bend, Ind. 


Adoption of the resolution, aimed 
specifically at “ton-mile” taxes, followed 
the taking of similar action at the recent 
meeting of the Middlewest Shipper- 
Motor Carrier Conference (T.W., Jan 

p. 45). By another resolution, the 
central area group urged “repeal or 
reduction” of the 3 per cent federal 
excise tax on transportation of property. 
A copy of this resolution was sent to 
House ways and means committee and 
the Senate finance committee in Con- 
gress and to members of Congress from 
the states in the conference area. 

Approximately 50 persons attended 
this first meeting of the conference. They 
were welcomed in a talk by Lloyd G. 
Waterson, on behalf of the South Bend 
Chamber of Commerce. T. A. Boint, of 
Rockford, Ill., traffic manager of the Na- 
tional Lock Co., and conference presi- 
dent, who presided, outlined the aims 
and purposes of the conference. In the 
course of the two-day meeting, legis- 
lation enacted in the first session of the 
Eighty-fifth Congress was reviewed, and 
several transportation bills now pending 
in Congress were discussed. 

The meeting was concluded with a 
luncheon, at which E. W. Harlan, of 
Moines, Ia., president of Bruce 
Motor Freight Co., spoke on factors to 
which he attributed success of the Mid- 
dlewest Shipper-Motor Carrier Confer- 


ence 
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Aplin to Succeed Mullen 
As 1.C.C. Bureau Director 


The Commission has announced the 
appointment of Stephen A. Aplin as di- 
rector of the Bureau of Rates and Prac- 
tices, effective February 1. He will suc- 
ceed Frank E. Mullen who will retire 
anuary 31, after 38 years of service 
th the I.C.C. 

Mr. Aplin has been with the Com- 
mission for 31 years. Joining the staff 

August, 1926, with the Bureau of For- 
il Cases, he served as a hearing ex- 

liner for the Bureau of Motor Carriers 
rom 1935 until he was assigned again to 
the Bureau of Formal Cases in 1956 as 
a: sistant chief examiner. 

Mr. Alpin was born August 4, 1900, in 
P-ovidence, R.I., and received his LL.B. 
degree from Georgetown University. 
Prior to joining the I.C.C., he served 
from 1916 with various agencies, includ- 
ing the Departments of Commerce and 
Libor, War Finance Corp., and the Dis- 
hict of Columbia government. 

J. H. Smith will continue as an assis- 


sw 


oa 


tant director of the bureau and James 
J. Williams, hearing examiner in the 
bureau, has been appointed as assistant 
director to fill the vacancy created by 
Mr. Alpin’s promotion to director. 

Mr. Mullen was born January 23, 1888, 
in New York City. He received a BS. 
degree from the College of New York 
City in 1910 and an LLB. degree from 
the New York Law School in 1912. He 
is a member of the New York State 
and US. Supreme Court bars 

During World War I he served with 
the U.S. Army as a captain from 1917 
until 1918. He had previously served 
on the Mexican border in 1916. 

Mr. Mullen joined the staff of the 
Commission in July, 1920, as a junior 
examiner in the Bureau of Formal Cases, 
the present Bureau of Rates and Prac- 
tices. Later, he served as senior examiner 
in the offices of former Commissioners 
McChord and Splawn. He was appointed 
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assistant chief examiner in 1941, as 
a hearing examiner in 1947, and chief 
examiner and director of the Bureau 
of Formal Cases in 1950, where he has 


served until his retirement. 
New Bureau Sections 
The Commission also has announced 


the establishment of two new sections 
to process final reports of the bureau. 
Lewis L. Prout, attorney-adviser, has 
been named chief, Section of Final Re- 
ports No. 1, and William A. Hanlon, 
attorney-adviser, has been named chief, 
Section of Final Reports No. 2. The 
hearing examiner staff and the Section 
of Review will remain unchanged, with 
I. L. Koch continuing as chief of the 
latter 


Summerfield Calls Railroad Testimony 
On Mail ‘Incorrect and Misleading’ 


Postmaster General Denies, in Letter to Senate Subcommittee, That 
Railroads Are ‘Browbeaten’ Into Accepting Mail at Low Rates Through 
‘Threats’ of Diversion to Highway; Says Roads Request Such Rates. 


Arthur E. Summerfield, Post- 
master General, has disputed testi- 
mony by railroad presidents that 
inadequate mail payments contrib- 
ute to the rail passenger deficit and 
that the Post Office Department 
“browbeats” railroads into hauling 
mail at low rates through threats 
of diversion to trucks and airplanes. 


Mr. Summerfield made his denials of 
the railroad testimony in a letter to 
Senator Smathers, of Florida, chairman 
of the surface transportation subcom- 
mittee of the Senate interstate and for- 
eign commerce committee. The charges 
against the department were raised in 
testimony during the subcommittee’s 
hearing into railroad problems (T.W., 
Jan. 18, p. 25). 

The Post Office Department and its 
reported policies were criticized at the 
hearing by Alfred Perlman, president of 
the New York Central System; W. 
Thomas Rice, president of the Atlantic 
Coast Line, and George Alpert, president 
of the New Haven Railroad. 


Testimony Needs ‘Refutation’ 


Mr. Summerfield said that the depart- 
ment had been notified it would be al- 
lowed to testify in a later phase of the 
hearing, due to resume in February, but 
he added that “several of the things 
which have been said are so incorrect 
and misleading that simple justice re- 
quires that they not remain on the rec- 
ord indefinitely without refutation.” 

He said, in the main, that the rail- 
roads had been losing mail pay because 
of abandoned services and that any 
agreements for hauling of mail at rates 
below those set by the I.C.C. were en- 
tered into “at the railroad’s suggestion 
and request and for the railroad’s bene- 
fit.” 


He said the railroads from time to 
time “have requested special contracts 


at reduced rates in order to meet truck 
competition and to retain the mail.” 

Mr. Alpert and Mr. Perlman suggested 
that the railway mail pay act be amended 
so as to remove what they called a re- 
quirement that the railroads carry all 
mail offered by the Post Office Depart- 
ment. Mr. Rice told the subcommittee 
that the A.C.L. was fined over $2,900 
when it was unable to handle all the mail 
offered at Jacksonville, Fla., at one pe- 
riod. He said the mail load was increased 
because airlines were grounded. 

Mr. Summerfield disputed all of these 
statements. 

“The fact is,” he said, “that the Post 
Office Department does not order any 
railroad to carry the mail if it does not 
want the traffic, and does not order a 
railroad to carry the mail on any par- 
ticular train if it does not wish to. 

“Further, the department has always 
paid the railroads more than the avoid- 
able cost, or out-of-pocket cost as it 
is frequently described, of their mail 
transportation service. Whenever a 
railroad requests the department to re- 
move mail from its trains, the depart- 
ment does so. When railroads apply to 
state regulatory commissions for per- 
mission to abandon lines, the depart- 
ment never objects even though aban- 
donment would adversely affect the 
postal service. 

“Indeed, railroads frequently request 
the department to remove mail in ad- 
vance of petitions for abandonment in 
order that the unprofitability of the re- 
maining service can be more easily 
demonstrated, and in such cases it is 
the policy of the department to do so. 

“With respect to the allegation that 
it is the policy of the Post Office De- 
partment not to pay more than the 
out-of-pocket cost of carrying mail, 
there is no such policy and there has 
never been any period of time since the 
enactment of the railway mail pay act of 
1916, to the best of my knowledge, when 
the railroads have not been paid sub- 
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stantially more than the out-of-pocket 

cost of their mail operations. Proof of 

this may be found in the decisions of the 

Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Rate Cases Cited 

“For example, the present mail rates 
applicable to the New Haven were fixed 
by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion in 1953. The rate approved by the 
Commission was requested by all mail- 
carrying railroads in the United States, 
including the New Haven and, in ap- 
proving the request, the Commission ex- 
pressly found that the rates exceeded 
the carriers’ out-of-pocket costs. Rail- 
way Mail Pay, 292 I.C.C. 101, 109 
(1954). 

“Southern and western railroads have 
recently requested the Commission to 
grant a further 7% per cent increase in 
mail rates, and this was approved by 
the Commission in a decision handed 
down only several weeks ago—Decem- 
ber 30, 1957. In its decision, the Com- 
mission again expressly noted that the 
revenues to be received by the carriers 
under the new rates would exceed their 
out-of-pocket costs 

“At the present time various eastern 
railroads, of which the New Haven is 
one, also have an application for in- 
creased rates pending before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. Accord- 
ing to data filed in that case it appears 
that present mail payments to eastern 
railroads, including the New Haven, 
total approximately $120 million per year 
which is approximately $25 million above 
the railroads’ out-of-pocket cost of mail 
transportation service. 

“The issue which the eastern railroads 
and the Post Office Department have 
presented to the Commission for deci- 
sion is not whether the railroads are 
entitled to their out-of-pocket costs but 
how much more than out-of-pocket costs 
are they entitled to under rate-making 
principles established by the Commis- 
sion and by the United States Supreme 
Court. 


“Since Mr. Alpert has raised the sub- 
ject of out-of-pocket costs, this subcom- 
mittee might be interested in knowing 
that mail is the only element of railroad 
passenger service which does meet its 
own out-of-pocket cost and also makes 
a substantial contribution to general 
overhead. Express does not, baggage 
does not and passenger carriage does 
not. The railroads would be a great 
deal better off if they took aggressive 
steps to retain the only element of the 
passenger service whose revenues exceed 
its out-of-pocket costs and which makes 
a contribution to the general overhead 
of the railroads, instead of attempting 
to drive that traffic from the railroads 
and on to trucks by the imposition of 
unreasonable and excessive charges.” 

Diversion ‘Threats’ Denied 

Mr. Summerfield said he also wished to 
reply to the charges that the department 
had made “threats of massive traffic di- 
version” to other forms of transportation 
and by “such ‘pressure’ had ‘brow- 
beaten’ them into transporting mail at 
rates less than those established by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission.” 


The Postmaster General said he would 
“pass without comment the fact that 
these same witnesses have recommended 
changes in the law which would grant 
them the same right to reduce freight 


rates in order to meet competition that 
they now enjoy in the case of mail.” 

“I want to state categorically,” he said, 
“that the statements that the Post Office 
Department has forced reductions in 
rates by threats, pressure or browbeating 
are absolutely untrue. 

“The fact is that the department has 
taken every conceivable means of co- 
operating with the railroads in order 
to permit them to continue to transport 
mail. When their rates have become 
excessively disproportionate to compet- 
ing truck rates on any route, the de- 
partment does not merely remove the 
mail and transfer it to trucks; the 
department informs the railroad of the 
probable truck cost and offers the rail- 
road the opportunity to retain the mail 
by meeting the competitive cost. If the 
railroad elects to do so, it retains the 
traffic. This preference which has tra- 
ditionally been accorded the railroads 
cannot fairly be termed a ‘threat.’ 

“Mr. Alpert accused the Post Office 
Department of ‘threats of massive truck 
diversions,’ and his railroad, the New 
Haven, is one which transports mail at 
less than Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion rates, pursuant to a system-wide 
agreement between the department and 
the railroad, effective January 1, 1955 
However, the truth is that the New 
Haven found that it was peculiarly sub- 
ject to truck competition and its repre- 
sentatives came to the department and 
requested a contract whereby the railroad 
would retain the mail but at a competi- 
tive rate. The contract was not forced 
on the railroad; it was entered into at 
the railroad’s suggestion and request and 
for the railroad’s benefit.” 


Abandonments Cause Loss 


Mr. Summerfiield noted that several 
of the railroad. officials who testified 
suggested it would be helpful if the de- 
partment would “restore more mail to 
the railroads.” 

“One of the chief causes of the reduc- 
tion in mail on railroads in recent years,’ 
he said, “has been the abandonment of 
lines by the roads.” 

He said that the number of available 
passenger trains in 30 years had dropped 
from 10,000 to 3,000, and he added: 

“As a result of this deterioration in 
railroad service, railroads are today serv- 
ing less than one-third of the 37,409 
post offices in the country. The depart- 
ment has long since been required to 
make alternative arrangements for the 
transportation of mail to and from the 
remainder by another segment of the 
transportation industry. Suggestions 
that mail be restored to the railroads 
lack merit as long as the trains which 
formerly carried them are no longer in 
existence and the branch lines on which 
they traveled have been abandoned.” 

Taking up Mr. Rice’s testimony about 
the A.C.L. fines, Mr. Summerfield said 
that the occurrence “had nothing what- 
ever to do with the grounding of airlines 
or the transportation of air mail.” He 
gave the subcommittee this report of the 
incident: 


“For some time, delays had been ex- 
perienced in unloading mail at Jackson- 
ville, Fla., and this delay finally reached 
a peak in the period December 16-25, 1956. 
A large number of cars remained unload- 
ed for several days and many were not 
unloaded until the afternoon of Decem- 
ber 24, thus causing the department to 
fail in its goal of having no undelivered 
mail by Christmas. There is, of course, an 
increased amount of mail in all railroad 
terminals at this season of the year, but 
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the railroads know this and make p! 
for it, just as the Post Office must 
Although the expected increase occur 
at Jacksonville terminal, it was not 
unprecedented increase; in fact, the 
crease in December 1956 was appri 
mately the same as the December, 1 
increase. 

“Nevertheless, because of inadequ 
facilities and insufficient working for 
the five railroads who utilized the Jack 
sonville terminal were unable to unload 
storage cars without delays of seve 
days. Eighty-one such cars were not un 
loaded within a reasonable time by the 
Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co. After 
investigation, the department determined 
to assess a fine of $100 per car’ against 
the railroad companies involved. Before 
doing so, full consideration was given to 
the difficulties created by the Christma: 
rush and the excess cars resulting from 
Christmas mail movement were removed 
from the list 


Fines Reduced 


“The Atlantic Coast Line, instead 
being fined for delay in unloading eighty- 
one cars, was fined only $2,800 for ex- 
cessive unloading time with respect t 
28 cars. The five railroads concerned then 
appealed from the decision of the regional 
transportation manager to the headquar- 
ters of the Post Office Department, Wash- 
ington, D.C., and, among other things 
agreed to install a conveyor system and 
to make other physical changes at Jack- 
sonville which would permit a more expe- 
ditious handling of the mail, if their fines 
were reduced. 

“In view of this, the department re- 
mitted one-third of the fine which, in the 
case of the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co., amounted to a refund of $933.33 of 
the original fine of $2,800, leaving a net 
fine of $1,866.67. 


“None of this had anything whatever 
to do with the airmail or failure of air- 
planes to fly.” 


A.M.M.l|. Public Relations 
Activity Leaders Selected 


A roster of 10 subcommittee chairmen 
was announced by Warren M. Drew, 
chairman of the American Merchant 
Marine Institute’s public relations com- 
mittee, January 22. 


Each of the subcommittees, Mr. Drew 
said, would handle a separate project 
or phase, of the over-all public relations 
committee’s 1958 program. Heading the 
subcommittee list as announced by Mr 
Drew is the executive committee, which 
Mr. Drew himself will head. To this 
committee, he named three past chair- 
men of the public relations advisory 
group of the A.M.M.I. They are: Allison 
S. Graham, of American Export Lines, 
Inc.; Judson Laird, of Svn Oil Co., and 
Frederic P. Sands, of Grace Line, Inc. 


The nine other subcommittee chair- 
men are: Joseph A. Medernach, ol! 
Moore-McCormack Lines, press, radio 
and television subcommittee; Steward 
R. Gross, of Alcoa Steamship Co., safety 
awards subcommittee; John K. Tennant 
of the Maritime Administration, Mari- 
time Day subcommittee; Judson Laird, 
of Sun Oil Co., school subcommittee 
Richard L. Harris, of U.S. Lines, speakers 
and film subcommittee; Gordon Kid 
of United Fruit Co., poster subcommit 
tee; Jack F. Gow, of Tidewater Oil C« 
employe information subcommittee, and 
William D. Scrobel, of Farrell Lines, In« 
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Study Says Virginia Ports 
Accounted for 41% of New 
Jobs in State From 1953-56 


Forty-one per cent of the addi- 
nal jobs created in Virginia in the 
period from 1953 through 1956 “re- 
sulted solely from the transportation 
and servicing of commerce through 
the state’s ports,” according to a 
study made by the bureau of popula- 
yn and economic research at the 
University of Virginia for the Board 
Commissioners of the Virginia 
States Ports Authority. 


The study, made by Charles L. Quitt- 

eyer, associate professor of commerce 
ut the university, and by a member of 
the bureau’s staff, added: 

In 1956, 41,468 Virginians were work- 
ng at jobs paying $180,939,746 in wages 
as compared with 32,818 employed in 
1953 representing a total annual wage 
f $113,914,014. The increase in purchas- 
ing power is 588 per cent. 

The total impact of these port-gen- 
erated jobs and salaries on the state’s 
economy in terms of wages, employ- 
ment and taxes is the equivalent of a 

ty of 133,000 persons in 1956.” 

The study, entitled “Measuring the 
Impact of the Waterborne Commerce 

the Ports of Virginia on Employ- 
ment, Wages and Other Key Indices of 
the Virginia Economy, 1953-1956,” said 
that employment generated by ports 
ommerce in that period increased at 
1 faster rate than other statewide em- 
ployment, according to Fred W. McWane, 
hairman of the ports authority. 

He said that the report showed that 
for the entire state the over-all rise was 
1.7 per cent, while jobs resulting from 
port commerce increased 26 per cent. 

‘On the basis of incomplete data, em- 
ployment, wages, taxes and purchasing 
ower due to the domestic and foreign 

mmerce of Virginia’s ports will show 
continuing gains in each category for 
the year 1957,” Mr. McWane said, “and 
these have been achieved in a period 
when, according to an Associated Press 
economic roundup for the state for 1957, 
here were definite weaknesses in our 
declining state economy. 


“We cannot expect to have our ports 
register new gains year after year un- 
less additional general cargo facilities 
are provided for the handling of the 
new business potential to Hampton 
Roads ports. We must have these gen- 
eral cargo facilities if, as in recent years, 

rginia’s ports are to continue to in- 

ease their contribution to the economy 
the commonwealth.” 


N.Y. Practitioners Elect Officers 


The Metropolitan New York chapter of 
ie Association of Interstate Commerce 
ommissioners has elected the followinz 
s its officers for 1958: 

Morton E. Kiel, transportation attor- 
ey, chairman; Stephen Tinghitella, 


manager of the transportation division of 
the Commerce and Industry Association 
of New York, Inc., vice-chairman; Rich- 
ard E. Costello, commerce counsel for the 
Delaware, Lackawana & Western Rail- 
road Co., secretary, and Raphael J. Jan- 
er, traffic manager of the Penn-Dixie 
Cement Corp., treasurer. Arthur A. Ars- 
ham, transportation attorney and a pro- 
fessor of transportation law and formerly 
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dean of the Academy of Advanced Traf- 
fic, and Carl A. Peterson, manager of the 
rates department of Neptune Storage, 
Inc., have been elected to the executive 
committee. Mr. Arsham previously was 
chairman 


T.A.A. Members Told of Factors Adverse 


To Investor Interest in Transportation 


Transportation Association, at Annual Meeting, Hears Proposal for 


Formation of Multi-Mode Transport Corporations as Means of Saving 
Private Ownership. T.A.A. Program Outlined. Officers Reelected. 


From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World) 


Investment bankers who took part 
in a panel discussion at the annual 
meeting of the Transportation As- 
sociation of America, January 14 and 
15 in the Conrad Hilton hotel, Chi- 


cago, pointed to several factors 
which, they said, discouraged in- 
terest of investors in securities of 


transportation companies. 


Such lack of enthusiasm, on the part 
of investors, for buying security issues 
of for-hire carriers, One of the speakers 
said, constituted a “danger threatening 
private ownership of transportation.” He 
suggested that formation of corporations 
to engage in all or several modes of 
transport “might be” the best way to 
assure preservation of private owner- 
ship. Such corporations, he averred, 
might strengthen the transportation in- 
dustry enough to enable it to attract 
investors more easily. 

Views of representatives of carriers 
and of users of their services in agricul- 
ture and industry with respect to several 
current transportation issues—including 
the so-called “agricultural exemption,” 
regulation of rates and services of car- 
riers, wasteful labor practices, repeal of 
transportation taxes, and imposition of 
user charges—were stated in talks by 
other panelists and in discussions that 
followed, in the course of the meeting. 


Election of Officers 


The T.A.A. officers were reelected, and 
42 members of the board of directors 
were chosen, 23 being reelected for three- 
year terms. 

Revealed to members was the T.A.A. 
program for 1958, and it was stated that 
there would be “no pause” in the effort 
of the T.A.A. to “constantly improve and 
strengthen” the nation’s transport sys- 
tem. 

The annual conference opened with a 
meeting of the T.A.A. directors the 
morning of January 14, at which mem- 
bers of the association’s board of gover- 
nors were reelected and committee mem- 
bers were appointed. The presentation 
by the investor panel, election of officers, 
and a report by management followed 
in the afternoon. The user-carrier panel 
was presented the morning of the sec- 
ond day. 

Concluding the conference was the 
annual luncheon, at which E. F. Hamm, 
Jr., of Washington, D.C., president of 
The Traffic Service Corp., publisher of 





TRAFFIC WorLD, discussed the question: 
“Is There Really a Transportation 
Crisis?” (T.W., Jan. 18, p. 41). 

Officers of the T.A.A., reelected for 
two-year terms, are George P. Baker, 
professor of transportation at the Har- 
vard Graduate School of Business Ad- 
ministration, president, and Harold F. 
Hammond, of Washington, D.C., execu- 
tive vice-president. 

Officers reelected for one-year terms 
are: James L. Madden, vice-president, 
Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., New 
York City, chairman of the board; F. O. 
Prior, president, Standard Oil Co. (Ind.) 
Chicago, and Richard L. Bowditch, 
president of C. H. Sprague & Co., corpo- 
rate vice-presidents; Edith C. Krogh, 
secretary-treasurer; Ruth N. Baird, as- 
sistant secretary-treasurer, and E. F. 
Kasper, assistant treasurer. 


The board of directors re-appointed 
members of the T.A.A. policy committee 
and made appointments to various other 
committees. 


Directors Chosen 


Elected at the membership meeting to 
serve on the T.A.A. board of directors 
for three-year terms were: H. G. Fair, 
manager supply & transportation, Phil- 
lips Petroleum Co., Bartlesville, Okla.; 
John A. Hart, vice-president, traffic de- 
partment, National Biscuit Co., New 
York City; Downing B. Jenks, president, 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad, 
Chicago; A. M. Kennedy, Jr., vice-presi- 
dent, purchases and traffic, Westinghouse 
Electric Co., Pittsburgh, Pa.; E. W. 
Krause, president, Security Cartage Co., 
Fort Wayne, Ind.; L. D. Rahilly, presi- 
dent, Interstate Motor Freight System, 
Grand Rapids, Mich.; Guy W. Rutland, 
Jr., president, The Motor Convoy Co., 
Hapeville, Ga.; Francis R. Wilcox, gen- 
eral manager, Sunkist Growers, Inc., Los 
Angeles, Cal., and Noel S. Worrell, vice- 
president, traffic, American Zinc, Lead & 
Smelting Co., St. Louis, Mo. 


Hugo Waninger, vice-president, traffic, 
of Anheuser-Busch, Inc., St. Louis, was 
elected to a term expiring in 1960. W. J. 
Stebler, president of the General Ameri- 
can Transportation Corp., Chicago, was 
elected to a term expiring in 1959. 

The members also reelected 23 members 
of the board for another three-year term, 
and confirmed the status of seven board 
members elected to fill vacancies within 
the last year. 

R. Stewart Moore, president of the Los 


Angeles-Seattle Motor Express Co., Oak- 
land, Calif., was subsequently nominated 
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from the floor and elected to a three- 
year term as a director 


Action on Policy Matters 


The T.A.A. directors adopted two reso- 
lutions reiterating previous positions and 
approved one legislative recommendation 

The first resolution, dealing with in- 
trastate rate policies, reaffirmed the 


Charles B. Shuman, president of American Farm 

Bureau Federation, argues for preservation of 

the ‘status quo’ as to exemption of interstate 

motor transport of agricultural commodities from 

economic regulotion by the 1.C.C 

the attitude of farm interests toward transporto- 
tion problems to T.A.A. members 


in outlining 


T.A.A. policy position that the LC.C 
should be authorized and directed to take 
jurisdiction over intrastate rates, fares 
or charges, on request of an interested 
party, when state commissions had failed 
to render a decision on a general in- 
crease within 45 days after entry by the 
I.C.C. of an order granting such increase 
Preambles to the resolution included as- 
sertions that delays by state regulatory 
bodies in holding hearings or reaching 
decisions on intrastate rates could im- 
pede the constructive regulation of in- 
terstate commerce, and frequently re- 
sulted in a hardship to carriers and in 
an injustice to interstate shippers. The 
resolution commended those state regu- 
latory bodies which had “cooperated 
with the I.C.C. and acted with expedition 
on petitions for increases in intrastate 
rates following granting of general in- 
terstate rate increases.” 


The second resolution dealt with un- 
profitable railroad services, and reiter- 
ated the board’s recommendation that 
Congress be urged to give the ILC.C. 
power, on appeal from adverse orders 
of state authorities, or when state au- 


thorities unduly delayed decisions in 
abandonment proceedings, to authorize 
discontinuance of services which were 


deemed a burden on interstate commerce. 
In preambles to that resolution it was 
stated that “deficits from railroad pas- 
senger Operations are steadily mounting,” 
that “continuation of unprofitable serv- 
ices is a burden On shippers,” and that 
deficits from such services prevented 
the railroads from making needed capi- 
tal expenditures. While some state reg- 
ulatory bodies acted with commendable 
expedition, it was stated, in other states 
“antiquated laws” slowed or prevented 


the granting of relief. It was suggested 
that the power urged for the L.C.C. be 
based on the same reasoning which “ac- 
counts for the Commission’s power over 
intrastate rates in section 13(4) of the 
interstate commerce act. 

The new legislative recommendation 
was in support of S. 375, a bill, now 
pending in the United States Senate to 
provide machinery whereby documents 
evidencing liens on motor vehicles owned 
by carriers subject to any provsions of 


As general chairman of committee in charge 

of annual meeting of T.A.A., Richard L. Bowditch, 

chairman of C. H. Sprague & Son Co., of Boston, 

and of American Coal Shipping Co., New York 

City, presides at association’s annual luncheon 

in Grand Ballroom of Conrad Hilton hotel 
Chicago 


the interstate commerce act might be 
“mandatorily” validated in every state. 
In “background” information released 
with the recommendation it was asserted 
that the “confused nature” of law in 
some states precluded the obtaining of 
credit from the customary sources by 
such of the motor carrier industry, and 
that those who could obtain credit had 
been burdened with undue expenditures 
of time and money, including attorneys’ 
fees, in order to assure validity of the 
liens obtained 


T.A.A,. Program for 1958 


In his report on management of 
T.A.A, activities, Mr. Hammond first re- 
viewed accomplishments of T.A.A. since 
its previous annual meeting and then 
went on to outline its program for 1958 
under the theme: “A Strong Transport 
System Makes a Stronger America.” As 
to “priority policies,” he said that “the 
teamwork so successfully demonstrated” 
in the last two years would be main- 
tained, and that emphasis would be 
placed on these parts of the T.A.A. pro- 
gram: 

@ Continuance of efforts to reduce 
government competition in the transpor- 
tation field, including efforts to obtain 
enactment of legislation to assure that 
parcel post rates are based on all costs. 

@ An intensive drive for repeal, at 
the earliest possible moment, of the ex- 
cise taxes on for-hire transportation of 
persons and property. 

@ Opposition to proposals of various 
kinds which would impair the independ- 
ence and effectiveness of regulatory 
agencies in the transportation field. 


@ Revision of those provisions of ex- 
isting law which subjected regulated car- 
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riers, and the shippers using their s. ry- 
ices, to undue handicaps in compet 
with non-regulated carriers. 


‘Cooperative Project’ Activity 

Among “pending issues” on which hg 
“national cooperative project” of he 
T.A.A. would seek accord, Mr. Hamn 
specified 

@ The “increasingly 
tion of agricultural 
regulatory system 


complex” gq 
exemptions in 








E. F. Hamm, Jr., president of The Traffic Service 

Corp., publisher of TRAFFIC WORLD, speaks on 

the question, ‘Is There Really a Transportation 
Crisis?’, at T.A.A. luncheon, January 15 


@ Proper user charges for use of air- 
ways 

@ Methods of meeting financing prob- 
lems of airlines, motor carriers and rail- 
roads. 

The T.A.A. program for 1958 would 
also include four “institutes” to be held 
in major cities, and a number of confer- 
ences in cooperation with colleges and 
universities, said Mr. Hammond 

Investors’ Point of View 

According to George K. Whitney 
trustee for the Massachusetts Investors 
Trust and moderator of the investors 
panel, investors held a low opinion of 
transportation, and this would “threaten 
to the danger point the further existence 
of private ownership of transportation.’ 
He suggested that the ultimate solution 
might be formation of corporations em- 
bracing all or several forms of transport 
“strong enough to attract long-term fi- 
nancing more easily.” 

Generally concurring with Mr 
ney’s appraisal of transportation 
the investors’ standpoint, the four in- 
vestment men on the panel expressed 
the opinions that the present financial 
plight of the railroads and the airlines 
made these modes poor investment risks; 
that a high percentage of owner-man- 
agement in the motor carrier industry 
resulted in difficulties in keeping pace 
with industrial growth and together with 
a lack of provision for management suc- 
cession, militated against confidence in 
this group, and that opportunities for 
equity investment in water transport 
which currently provided a “come-back” 
story of American transportation, were 
limited because of control of such trans- 
port by a few companies. 

Realization of the seriousness of the 
current situation on the part of the 
transportation industry itself was 4 
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e requisite for recovery, the investors 
They urged more public education, 
pecial emphasis on regulatory com- 
ions, and cooperation among the 
us modes of transport. They also 
i for “better brains, better planning, 
4 more intensive effort than the in- 
y has brought to bear up to now” 
yping with its problems 
lembers of 


t Ww 


the investor panel were 
Ambs, assistant vice-president 


he First National Bank of New York: 
Bergmann, partner in R. W 


rles L 





James F. Haley, vice-president and manager of 
traffic and transportation department of Koppers 
Pittsburgh, Pa., 


tion problems from the 


Co., Inc specks on transporta- 
industrial traffic man’s 


viewpoint, at annual meeting of T.A.A. members 


Pressprich & Co.; William B. Harding, 
artner in Smith, Barney & Co., and 
William W. Wolbach, executive vice- 


resident of the Boston Safe Deposit & 


Trust Co 
Debt of Motor Carriers 


4 “composite balance sheet” of Class 
I motor carriers as of December 31, said 
Mr. Ambs, showed that for each $5 of 
apital in the industry, $3 was debt and 
$2 was equity. The major portion of the 
debt, he said, was held by commercial 


Se rae, 
+ \e 


trong 


banks, either directly through loans to 
operating companies, or through loans to 
manufacturers of equipment secured by 
pledge of conditional sale contracts. 

“If experience is a basis for prognosti- 
cating the future,” he said, “this invest- 
ment ratio is not likely to reverse itself 
We find that once we are in a situation, 
the demand for continued support is un- 
abated.” 


McLean Makes ‘Big Board’ 


Mr. Ambs viewed McLean Trucking 
Co., of Winston-Salem, N.C., as typical 
of many companies in the industry, “up 


to a point.” He reported that on Jan- 


uary 6 the common stock of that com- 
pany had been “listed” on the “big 
board 


“For the first time in the history of 
the New York Stock Exchange,” he 
Said, “the roster of ‘listed’ companies in- 
cludes a motor carrier of freight. To 
many, this represents the ultimate in 
respectability and acceptance by the 
financial] community 

“It (McLean) started with a man who 
had an idea that goods could be carried 
by truck from a warehouse in one city 
to a user in another city at a profit 
Staked by a friend, he solicited his own 
freight, drove his own truck, kept his 
own books, and did his own maintenance 

‘As business grew and routes were ex- 
tended, the decision to get out of the 
truck and into the front office was made. 
There followed other periods of decision 
with respect to expansion, management, 


financing, equipment, and so forth. 
Today, 3,900 stockholders own 1,250,000 
capital shares, with the largest single 


holding under 10 per cent of the total 
stock issued and outstanding. It is a $10 
million company doing a gross annual 
business in excess of $30 million, with 
routes sprawling from Winston-Salem 


like spokes from the hub of a giant 
wheel, to the southeast, south, middle- 
west and east 


“Operating decisions, policy, and the 
planning are handled by management 
and a board of directors much the same 
as in other corporations. The achieve- 
ment of this degree of maturity in less 
than 25 years has required aggressive- 
ness, initiative, imagination, integrity 
and considerable daring.” 


* 


Part of the crowd and the speaker's table at the annual lunchean of the Transportation Association of America, January 15. 
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Transportation Week 


After tracing the growth of motor car- 
riers, which he said in 1956 did a $6 bil- 
lion gross revenue business apportioned 
among 3,100 companies, Mr. Ambs gave 
these investor views of the industry: 

@ Management: By and large, owner- 
managed, resulting in a “distinct disad- 
vantage” since development by owners 
has not always kept pace with business 
growth, and provision for management 
succession has not always been made. 

@ Capitalization: Composite balance 
sheet of 1,000 companies doing an an- 
nual volume in excess of $1 million would 
show total capitalization at approxi- 
mately $1,200,000,000, consisting of $450- 
500 million of equity and $700-750 million 
of debt. Industry “trades heavily” on 
equity, resulting in its common stock 
being generally rated “speculative.” 

@ Assets: Primarily cash, receivables, 
equipment and terminals. Operating 
rights, while real, have an intangible 
value. Largest single asset is equipment, 


with relatively short life, determined 
more by obsolescence than by wear. 
Terminals have a longer life and the 


obsolescence factor is less. 

@ Current ratio: On an industry basis, 
the “margin of safety” as represented by 
the excess of current assets over current 
liabilities has been gradually increasing, 


thus putting the industry in a better 
position to cope with unpredictable 
events which may result from a tem- 


porary operating loss. 

@ Operating ratio: From 1952 through 
1956, Class I intercity carriers produced 
an average operating ratio of 96.1 per 
cent, a ratio which indicates slim profits. 

@ Debt financing: Largely created by 


equipment financing. 
@ Profits: After payment of interest 
and income taxes, profits average 2% 


per cent to 3 per cent. The turnover of 
net worth on an annual basis is just 
under six times, producing an average 
return on net worth, industry-wide, of 
10 per cent. 

@ Ownership: Still largely by original 
founders or their heirs. New equity 
money brought into the industry through 
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public underwriting of securities is less 
than $50 million. 


Training of Junior Managers 

As to “disadvantages” of owner-man- 
aged companies, Mr. Ambs said that the 
“mistakes of some” had been a “valuable 
lesson” to others. A growing number of 
owners, he said, had recognized the ne- 
cessity of competent management and 
had put together an organization, care- 
fully selecting and training a Junior 
management team capable of assuming 
responsibility as vacancies in top man- 
agement position occurred. 

On the subject of debt financing, he 
urged limiting annual debt maturities to 
annual depreciation. Thus, he said, a 
Company could keep out of trouble on 
break-even operations 

The trucking industry, he said, was 
composed of many companies, the largest 
of which did under 2 per cent of the 
total volume. He maintained that the 
industry suffered from a “dearth” of 
good management and from “under- 
capitalization, having obtained an ex- 
tremely modest amount of equity capital 
in the public market in relation to its 
over-all size.” 

“Money has been available to the in- 
dustry for the purchase of property and 
equipment,” he said, “although at times 
the price has been high. So far, the 
purchasers of equities in the public mar- 
kets have fared rather well, with only 
one or two possible exceptions. The in- 
dustry gives evidence of having reached 
some degree of sophistication and ma- 
turity and will, no doubt, be an increas- 
ingly important factor in the transpor- 
tation system of America for many years 
to come 


Future of Industry 


“In recent years, we have seen stepped- 
up activity in consolidations and mergers 
of existing companies. I believe this will 
continue, with a substantial reduction in 
the total number of operators within the 
next five to 10 years. There are many 
reasons for this, but the most significant 
are related directly to the nature of com- 
pany ownership, and the lack of sufficient 
competent management to staff all of 
the companies operating today. 


“In my opinion, this industry offers a 
golden opportunity to the investment 
banking fraternity for some very profit- 
able business. A few examples of imag- 
inative, aggressive investment banking 
have paid off well to the firms who have 
undertaken the effort. The motor carrier 
industry has begun to develop some im- 
pressive statistics which indicate stabil- 
ity. As this record continues, there will 
be new equity capital requirements as 
well as secondary offerings by owners 
who are anxious to put their personal 
affairs in order. Mergers and consolida- 
tions are a natural for the investment 
banker. 


Financing by Debentures 


“I believe that the day will come when 
the capital structure of many compa- 
nies in the industry will be considerably 
different from the present-day pattern. I 
am thinking primarily of the five to sev- 
en year equipment obligations. As sta- 
bility of earnings becomes a more recog- 
nized fact, it is conceivable that there 
will be an interest in a pattern of debt 
financing involving the issuance of de- 
bentures maturing over a period of 15 


to 20 years without the pledge of specific 
assets. 

“This is similar to the way that the 
airline industry has financed its jet pro- 
gram. Protection for the long-term 
money lender can be achieved in terms 
of negative pledges on assets, working 
capital and asset covenants and mainte- 
nance of certain debt-to-equity and 
debt-to-operating-property ratios. If I 
were an investment banker, I would cer- 
tainly be thinking along those lines. 

“From the point of view of the investor, 
whether he be interested in an equity 
investment or a debt investment, the 
same rules of analysis and investigation 
apply with respect to a specific situation 
in this industry as in any other industry. 
I believe that the opportunities for in- 
vestment will continue to exist in increas- 
ing volume for some years to come 
Though equities are still classified as 
highly speculative, their growth and 
yield factors make some of them attrac- 
tive.” 


Water Transport ‘Healthy’ 


While terming water transportation in 
the United States the “come-back” story 
in American transportation, Mr. Ambs 
concluded that investment opportunities 
were lacking in this industry, because it 
was in an “extremely healthy financial 
condition” and because the number of 
companies engaged in inland waterway 
operations was small 


“During the last 10 years,” he said, “the 
growth of this form of transportation 
closely parallels that of the motor car- 
riers, with total volume more than tripled 
and the percentage of total intercity 
traffic moving by water more than dou- 
bling. 

“The reason for this growth is eco- 
nomic—it costs less. The proven econom- 
ics of waterway transportation have 
had a great deal to do with construction 
of new plants and industry along the 
waterway system. I am told that new 
plant capacity so located within the last 
five years far exceeds new plant construc- 
tion elsewhere on a percentage basis 
This has had an extremely salutary ef- 
fect on waterway operations.” 


Large Margins of Net Profit 


While data on waterways operations 
were limited, he said, the figures availa- 
ble indicated annual revenues averaging 
about 1.25 times net worth and current 
ratios very nearly two to one. Net profit 
margins after taxes, he stated, averaged 
between 10 and 15 to 20 per cent. 


“An industry that produces this kind 
of results normally represents an at- 
tractive investment,” he continued. “Un- 
fortunately, the opportunities for equity 
investiment are few. Because of a good 
record going back over a number of 
years, debt financing has been available 
to the industry with little difficulty.” 


Earlier he had stated that, because of 
operations largely confined to non-regu- 
lated commodities, it was natural that 
many water carriers operated as sub- 
sidiaries or transportation divisions of 
large industrial companies, and that 
there were no more than three com- 
panies whose stock was held by the pub- 
lic and actively traded. 


Railroads as Seen by Investors 


Because railroad “equities” were held 
in low esteem by investors, said Mr. 
Bergmann, the railroads were unable to 
raise new capital except for the financ- 
ing of new equipment, and this, in turn, 
was limited by the “appetite” of inves- 
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tors for this type of paper, and by (hy 
ability of the carriers to make the cash 
down payments required by this type of 
financing. This disability, he ma 
tained, had “serious implications,” f: 
the standpoint of national defense 
of shippers and the public as a whol 
In specifying reasons for what he re- 
garded as a lack of investor confidence in 
the railroads, from functional and finan- 
cial standpoints, Mr. Bergmann said t) 
transportation Was a service and not 
a commodity; that demand for this sery- 
ice stemmed only from the necessity of 
moving goods and people from place t& 
place, and that the service was one 
which the users sought to reduce t 
minimum. 


“All that is left to the managers of 
public transportation,” he said, “is the 
opportunity to seek a larger relative 


share of a limited, unpromotable, and re- 
luctant market. This is a poor base 
from which to compete with other serv- 
ice or product business for the investors 
attention 


Status of Common Carriers 


“Common carrier transportation is in 
the least favorable position. In effect, it 
provides to industry and people a sup- 
plementary labor force at piecework 
rates, but the cost of providing this sup- 
plementary labor force and the tools it 
needs is relatively constant and inflex- 
ible 

“Viewed from this aspect, the rail- 
roads are in the least favorable position 
They provide not only the men and the 
vehicles, but also the right-of-way over 
which they operate. Trucks and buses 
can be left in the garage, freight and 
passenger cars in the storage yard 
barges at their moorings. But only the 
railroads must, on their own, keep their 
right-of-way constantly available for use 
in whatever degree required.” 

The financial picture of the railroads 
was also poor, said Mr. Bergmann. With 
total transportation requirements of the 
nation up substantially, and in spite of 
railroad freight volume appreciably high- 
er than in the 1926-29 period, railroad 
profits and net income were less, he said 


‘Defects’ in Rail Picture 


This condition, he maintained, resulted 
from two “defects,” the first of which 
was a “regulatory philosophy” that placed 
a ceiling on income but no floor under 
losses. The railroads’ “margin of safety” 
(the amount by which gross revenues can 
decline with no offsetting decline in costs 
and still provide sufficient cash to meet 
fixed charges) was so low as to make 
the industry vulnerable to even minor de- 
clines in economic activity. 

“So where are the growth prospects 
for investors?” he queried. 

The “passenger deficit” was another 
“defect” that made investors uneasy, he 
said. He regarded this as one phase of a 
situation that was forcing the railroads 
to price themselves out of the market 

The railroads, he said, had a “slightly 
better” profit margin than the motor 
carriers with which they were competing, 
even while absorbing losses from a pas- 
senger service which the public wanted 
only on a standby basis. 


Shippers could have lower freight rat 
he said, if the railroads did not have to 
provide service which “people only want 
when they want it, and which they 
could get along very well without.” 

“No industry so vulnerable to changing 
results and so hamstrung in its ability 
to deal with its problems,” he concluded, 
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be considered a good risk by in- 


Aviation in ‘Regulatory Jungle’ 


transportation industry was 
facing erious difficulties at the 
time, according to Mr. Harding. 
iid President Eisenhower should ap- 
someone to undertake a 
lete review of the civil acronautios 
ind Civil Aeronautics Board pro- 
ires, and he explained doubt that the 
could, without help, “find its way 
of the regulatory jungle in which 
apped.’ 


Despite the 


a once 


fact that last reported 
figures for the industry continued 
upward trend which has been evi- 
for many years,” he said, “the in- 
operating earnings have shown 
iarp decline since 1955. Prices of air- 
hares listed on the New York 
Stock Exchange have reflected this sit- 
yn, with an average loss of approxi- 
tely 50 per cent from the high point 
hed in 1955. The percentage los 
the market value of airline shares has 
een among the largest losses experi- 
ed by any industry group during re- 
stock market history.” 
The causes of the decline in earnings 
ld be placed in two broad categories 
1) operating costs and fares, and (2) 
route structure, he said. A “leveling-off” 
f traffic growth, a rising trend of oper- 
expenses, and a declining trend of 
erage fares, he averred, had combined 
precipitate a “sharp downward trend 
net earnings 
A large number of people believe that 
emergency action is needed to save the 


ndustry from financial disaster,” he 
iid, “but there is yet no evidence that 
he C.A.B. shares this opinion.” 


Competition in Air Transport 


He went on to state that some observ- 
held the view that the problems of 
the air transportation stemmed mainly 
from “substantially increased competi- 
authorized in the last three years 
United States airways 
The action of the C.A.B. in granting 
many new competitive routes,” he 
aid, “was undoubtedly motivated by a 
lesire to provide improved service to the 
traveling public, greater equalization of 
ypportunity for the different carriers, 
and especially by a desire to grant prof- 
itable long-haul routes to the smaller 
subsidized carriers which would free 
hem of need for subsidy. At the moment, 
it appears that the forecasts of avail- 
able traffic on which the board’s deci- 
sions were based were optimistic, and 
that the heavy competitive costs which 
have been incurred were not fully antici- 
pated.” 


Views on C.A.B. 


Mr. Harding went on to say that if it 
could be assumed that a great many of 
the difficulties of the air transport indus- 


; 


y stemmed from an “uneconomic over- 
mpetitve route system,” then it would 
em logical to explore the power of the 
zulatory authority to do something 
out “streamlining” the system. He as- 
rted that consideration must first be 
ven to possibilities for a “modest 
nount of subsidy” to support an uneco- 
mic route, should growth factors be 
ident for such route. He then posed 
ree questions for consideration, should 
is not be the case: 


(1) Can the C.A.B. discontinue sub- 
ly and force the uneconomic carrier to 
scontinue service with possible serious 
nancial consequences, or once author- 





ized, is it required to underwrite such op- 
eration forevermore? 

(2) Can the C.A.B. order a carrier to 
discontinue service within a reasonable 
period of time, paying only enough sub- 
sidy to permit an orderly liquidation of 
the investment required to set up the 


authorized operation in the first instance? 


3) Can the C.A.B. take “realistic ac- 
tion” to bring about the merger of an 
uneconomic route, or an uneconomic 
route system, into the system of another 
carrier? 

‘The 


answers I have received vary 
widely,” he said “indicating that the 
board’s powers to unscramble an un- 


ound air transportation network are by 
no means clear, and that any attempt 
to eliminate uneconomic competition will 
involve such lengthy C.A.B. procedures 
and possibly legal actions that it could 
require years for the board to take any 
effective action unless the Civil Aero- 
nautics Act is clarified.” 
‘Practical Solutions’ 

Authorities appeared more able to agree 
on what the board could not do than 
y1 what it could do, he said. Congress, 
he asserted, had made certificates “per- 
manent,” and the courts had ruled that 
the C.A.B. could not authorize a carrier 
to buy the route of a subsidized carrier, 
if the purchase involved the payment 
of more money that the carrier “needed” 
for operation of the remainder of the 
system 

“The only significant practical solu- 
tions readily available to meet the in- 
dustry’s immediate difficulties,” he said, 
“are an increase in fares and an in- 
crease in subsidy, or both. It strikes me 
as nothing .short of a national tragedy 
that the inflationary spiral has overtaken 
and engulfed an industry hefetofore out- 
standing in its ability to offset rising costs 
with improved efficiency. 

“If you will agree with me that this 
nation should always maintain an air 
transportation system which is abreast 
of technological developments per- 
haps you will agree that something of an 
emergency nature needs to be done to 
extricate the carriers and the CAB 
from the deteriorating regulatory at- 
mosphere which I have described. I 
seriously doubt that the board can, with- 
out outside assistance, find its way out 
of the regulatory jungle in which it is 
trapped. The board’s distinguished mem- 
bers are motivated by the best inten- 
tions. However, they are kept so busy 
struggling to keep up with an ever-in- 
creasing backlog of day-to-day business 
that they have far too little time to give 
to forward planning.” 

Mr. Harding concluded by urging the 
T.A.A. to join the aviation securities 
committee of the Investment Bankers 
Association in this approach toward 
finding a “long-term” solution of the 
problems of the air transport industry: 


“... We recommend that the President 
of the United States appoint at once an 
individual of the highest qualifications 
to undertake a complete review of the 
civil aeronautics act and C.A.B. proce- 
dures under the act, wtih the aim of pre- 
senting to the President and to the 
Congress a concrete program for con- 
structive action. We feel that the inves- 
tigatory approach with implications of 
wrongdoing is not in this instance at all 
warranted and urge instead a construc- 
tive analysis, weighing equally the views 
of congressional committees, of the regu- 
latory authority, of the general public, 
and of industry and financial leaders 
concerned.” 
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Summarizing, Mr. Walbach stated that 


investors did not oppose regulation as 
such Electric and other utilities were 
highly regarded, he said He added, 
however, that it was the belief in the 


financial community that transportation 
regulation was surounded with needless, 
harmful delays 

“Rightly or 
feeling 


the position of the 


wrongly,” he 


persists in 


said, “the 
financial circles that 
investor is virtually 
overlooked by regulatory commissions at 
both federal and local levels, with greater 
attention being given to the attitude of 
users, labor, politicians and even com- 
petitor 

Realization of the seriousness of the 
current situation on the part of the 
transportation industry itself was nec- 
essary to improve the situation, he main- 
tained. All transportation groups and 
companies, he said, must realize: 

@ That all share to varying degrees 
a distinctly poor standing in investment 
and financial circles which has extreme- 
ly serious long-range implication. 

@ That they have many major prob- 
lems in common 

@ That failure to cooperate and com- 
promise differences can utterly destroy 
opportunity for legislative or regulatory 
solution to major problems 

Mr. Wolbach concluded by urging these 
four means for coping with problems of 
the transportation industry: 

@ Better understanding of the serious- 
ness of the problems by all segments of 
the transportation industry 

@ An intensive educational effort at 
all effective levels. 

@ Close cooperation 
ments of the industry. 

@ Better brains, better planning and 
more intensive effort than the industry 
has brought to bear up to now. 

After the “look at transportation” by 
investors, questions from the floor were 
directed to the panel by Dr. Baker. 


‘Symes Plan’ Not Favored 

Asked for his opinion of the “Symes 
plan,” Mr. Bergmann said that it was 
a “poor substitute” for “adequate earn- 
ings.” 

Mr. Whitney averred that “if govern- 
ment financing was the only answer” 
and the plan became effective, similar 
financing should be extended to other 
modes of transport. He criticized the 
plan, however, as one which did not pro- 
vide for depreciation by lessees, and 
asserted that this would actually add to 
costs of operation. 

As to an estimate that the railroads 
would save $700 million a year if pas- 
senger services were dropped, Mr. Berg- 
mann expressed a belief that savings 
would exceed that figure. The $700 mil- 
lion figure, he said, was based on an 
I.C.C. cost analysis form, but a “recent 
study” had indicated greater actual costs 
in passenger train operation. 

“Not all railroad managers,” he sug- 
gested, “know what passenger business is 
actually costing them.” 

A “commuter transit authority,” con- 
trolling all modes of public intracity and 
suburban passenger transportation in a 
specific area, was seen by Mr. Wolbach 
as the “only answer” to urban area 
transit problems. 

Answering a question as to what in- 
vestors might consider a satisfactory op- 
erating ratio for Class I motor carriers, 
Mr. Ambs suggested that consideration 


among all seg- 
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more important 
know, he said, how 
was in controlling 


to a question as to what ef- 
fect user charges might have on water 
carriers, Mr. Ambs said he would like 
to see an “objective study” of taxes paid 
by various modes of transport, with as- 
sessment of percentages paid relative to 
actual use of public facilities, and “take 
off from there.” However, he said it was 
his opinion that application of user 
charges would “hurt” water carriers 
User-Carrier Views 
Opinions of transportation problems 
from the standpoint of “users” were pre- 
sented by two speakers at the second 
day’s morning session. Representing ag- 
riculture was Charles B. Shuman, presi- 
dent of the American Farm Bureau Fed- 
eration. The views of industry were ex- 
pressed by James F. Haley, vice-president 
and manager of the traffic and trans- 
portation department of Koppers Co., 
Inc., and president of the National De- 
fense Transportation Association. Join- 
ing these two men in answering questioris 


TRAFFIC W: 


posed after their talks by a panel of car- so far as the general public is concer 
rier representatives and from the floor is the nature and scope of restric 
was Lee J. Quasey, commerce counsel of operating rules and practices which 
the National Live Stock Producers As- vent more economical and efficient u 
sociation and member of the executive railroad manpower,” he said. “From 
committee of the national agricultural casional instances that are reporte 
cooperative transportation committee of can only conclude that the railroad 
the National Council of Farmers Co- dustry is seriously restricted in its eff 
operatives. The quiz panelists were to secure more efficient use of its m 

Braxton B. Carr, president, The Amer- power 
ican Waterways Operators, Inc.; James “The efficient use of manpower is 
F. Pinkney, general counsel, American whole basis for the capacity of our e 
Trucking Association, Inc.; C. M. Rodde- omy. Our ability to improve stand: 
wig, president, Association of Western of living, to provide better schools 
Railways, and John E. Stephen, general medical care, to increase our capacity) 
counsel, Air Transport Association of deal with the international situation 
America. pends upon a constant improvement in 

In his talk, Mr. Shuman expressed the productivity. Agreements and practi 
opinion that the answer to problems of that stand in the way of such impr 
the railroads lay in more rate competi- ments are economic crimes. 
tion (rather than continued general rate “I do not pretend to know the answer 
increases), improved service, curtailment to this problem; but, as a representative 
of unprofitable operations, and elimina- of farmers who, along with other ship- 
tion of “arbitrary and unjustified labor pers, bear most of the cost of wasteful 
rules and cost increases.” His federation, practices, I am _ seriously concerned 
he said, was strongly opposed to “make- about the situation. In my opinion, this 
work” practices in transportation, problem is very basic and warrants the 
whether from labor-management agree- immediate attention of the entire in- 
ments or legislation, and felt that in- dustry. There is need for a comprehen- 
efficient use of labor resulting from such sive appraisal of the railroad labor rules 
practices was uneconomic and was re- and regulations, followed by determined 
fiected in higher transportation costs action.” 

“One of the great unknowns, at least Advertising to motor carriers, Mr 


Award of Morgan Memorial Plaque Climaxes D.N.A. Quiz Contest 


ee eT] 
ee rie a Lay 


De 


- 


4 OMICRON Cuapre 
NEW Yor 
' i i see 


Nobody got rich in the quiz contest conducted at a recent joint meeting of Delta Nu Alpha 
chapters of the metropolitan New York area, at the Commodore hotel in New York City (T.W 
Jan. 18, p. 53), but to the participants and to members of the audience the contest was enjoyable 
as well as educational. An award by the host chapter (New York Chapter, No. 5) in the form of 
a plaque designated as a memorial to the late E. C. ‘Mickey’ Morgan, at one time president of the 
New York chapter and later national president of Delta Nu Alpha, was won by Omicron Chapter 
No. 42, represented in the contest by William Cavanagh, panelist, and Morton E. Kiel, adviser 
to the panelist. Shown at the upper table in the photograph above, left to right, are: Andrew 
J. Killilea, president of the Bronx chapter; Sol Seelenfreund, president of Omicron chapter 
Gerard A. Craig, national regional vice-president of eastern region No. 3 of the fraternity 
Melvin A. York, national president of Delta Nu Alpha; Charles G. Labus, president of the New York 
chapter; M. J. Butensky, president of Branch Motor Express Co., which the late Mr. Morgan served 
for several years as director of traffic; Max Powell, national second vice-president of Delta Nu 
Alpha; C. W. Neumann, first vice-president of the Westchester chapter; Charles B. Clark, adve 


tising director of Traffic World, and Arthur B. Shenefelt, rail and motor transportation editor of the New York Journal of Commerce. Seated at the 

lower table (left to right) are: Mr. Kiel and Mr. Cavanagh, of Omicron chapter; Lawrence V. Burton, panelist, and Kurt W. Ruszat, advisor to the 

panelist for Westchester chapter; Charles H. Trayford, second vice-president of the New York chapter and moderator of the quiz contest; Arth 

A. Arsham, attorney, judge of the contest; John S. Tracey, panelist, and J. J. Brenner, advisor to the panelist, for the Bronx chapter, and M 

Markowitz, panelist, and Ralph Posner, advisor to the panelist, for the New York chapter. In the photograph at the left, Mr. Seelenfreund displa 

the E. C. Morgan memorial plaque which the Omicron chapter will have in its possession for a year because of the victorious performance in tt 
quiz contest by Mr. Cavanaugh (right) with the aid and advice of Mr. Kiel (left). 
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Shuman viewed recent decisions by the 
National Labor Relations Board and the 
1C.C., in cases involving “hot cargo” 
ises in Teamster Union contracts, as 
ost important.” 
Further legislation may be needed,” 
uggested, “to provide that carriers 
ing to discharge their responsibilities 
as common carriers should be penalized 
ough modification of their own op- 
erating authorities.” 
Mr. Shuman also scored an asserted 
Teamster Union practice of charging 
ickers unloading fees for undesirable 
services as “unfair and approaching the 
tus of racketeering.” 
As to airlines and water carriers, he 
farmers felt that such carriers 
hould be required to pay “appropriate 
iser charges based on a fair and real- 
ic allocation of costs.” 
rhe AF.B.F., he said, strongly favored 
termination of the transportation tax. 
‘The advent of Sputnik, and the modi- 
fication of spending policies resulting 
therefrom, will be used as a reason for 
continuing this unfair tax,” he said. “we 
should not accept this excuse. There are 
many places where economies can be ef- 
fected and non-essential appropriations 
cut so that we can and should eliminate 
the transportation tax this year, without 
either denying funds for essential proj- 
ects or resorting to deficit spending.” 


Agricultural Exemptions 


While agriculture had a stake in the 
maintenance of a privately owned com- 
mon carrier industry, said Mr. Shuman, 
it was also interested in the maintenance 
of exempt transportation by motor ve- 
hicle. 

“Exempt haulers,” he said, “provide 
an adequate and necessary service and 
are essential to the efficient marketing 
and processing of agricultural products, 
including many partially prepared prod- 
wets... 

“The policy of the A.F’.B-F. on this issue, 
approved in December by the voting 
delegates of our member state farm 
bureaus, is that we will strongly oppose 
any proposal to (1) restrict the exemp- 
tion to transportation to the primary 
market or (2) narrow substantially the 
exemption as now interpreted. We are 
strongly opposed to any wholesale change 
or roll-back such as is proposed in the 
LC.C. recommendation or the Smathers 
bill. If any proposals develop in the 
course of the consideration of the issue 
that are less comprehensive than those 
involved in these bills, our board of di- 
rectors will give them careful considera- 
tion.” 


Effect of Broadened Exemptions 

Asked by Mr. Pinkney if any changes 
in distribution and marketing patterns 
had been noted after court decisions 
broadening exemptions, particularly on 
frozen vegetables and poultry, Mr. Shu- 
man replied that he had not, and said 
that farmers had benefited from such 
interpretations. 

Exemption of agricultural commodi- 

ties from regulation, maintained Mr. 
Quasey, provided a form of private car- 
riage for farmers who could not afford 
ie time or money required for private 
vnership of the vehicles. 
The railroads could not make a very 
e00d case for extension of agricultural 
<emptions to their mode of transport, 
Mr, Shuman told Mr. Roddewig in reply 
{> a@ question. 

“Actually,” said Mr. Shuman, “we are 
jrimarily concerned with movement to 
end from the farm.” 


Mr. Roddewig pressed on by contend- 
ing that extension of exempt agricultural 
commodity movements beyond farm to 
primary markets opened up “all sorts of 
complications,” to which Mr. Shuman 
agreed. Mr. Quasey then posed the ques- 
tion as to just what the farmers’ “primary 
market” was. 

“That question,” he said, “is even more 
involved than what is or what is not 
processed. It actually involves the farm- 
ers’ right to sell their products where- 
ever they can get the best price.” 

Asked for the position of the A.F.B.F. 
on “buy and sell” operations to secure a 
return load, Mr. Shuman stated that, 
while a specific position had not been 
taken, the federation recognized that a 
carrier could not exist on one-way busi- 
ness. He maintained that such operators 
should have some opportunity to secure 
return loads 

Also on the question of return loads, 
Mr. Quasey said that he favored trip- 
leasing with regulated carriers to achieve 
this end. 

Mr. Pinkney wanted to know how car- 
riers of exempt commodities could af- 
ford to charge lower rates than regulated 
carriers. He was told that in part this 
was caused by an abundance of competi- 
tion in the field, and that, in addition, 
exempt carriers had less responsibility, 
no insurance requirements, and no con- 
cern for the effect of their operations on 
other carriers. 

“It’s just a general rate war situation,” 
said Mr. Shuman. 


Attitude of Labor 


Definite changes in laws and regula- 
tions needed if all modes of transport 
were to best use their “inherent ad- 
vantages,” Mr. Shuman said in reply to 
a question by Mr. Carr whether “better 
administration” might not do the trick. 
One needed change, contended Mr. Shu- 
man, was provision for user charges to 
“eliminate subsidies.” Changes were also 
needed in the area of labor, he reiterated. 

Also addressing the labor situation, 
Mr. Quasey said that some of the “emer- 
gency boards” had had the “courage” to 
recommend revaluation of railroad labor 
practices. While nothing had yet resulted 
from such suggestions, he said, the mat- 
ter had at least “been stated for the 
record.” 

“Immediate attention is urgently need- 
ed in this area,” he said. “One approach, 
suggested a year or so ago, recommends 
that a commission similar to that of 
World War II be established. I do not 
favor that such work be taken over by 
the I.C.C., which now has a full-time 
job, but perhaps it should be under- 
taken by a committee of Congress.” 


Much Talk—in Wrong Place 


“We transportation people,” comment- 
ed Mr. Haley, “have a great tendency to 
talk to ourselves in meetings such as 
this, but have not talked enough with 
others outside the industry. Little is 
known of transportation regulation by 
75 per cent of the population.” 

The nation’s regulated carriers, he de- 
clared, were suffering from the effects of 
a “do-it-yourself” attitude which he as- 
serted was developing rapidly in indus- 
try. 

“The amateurs are beating the pros,” 
he said, in observing that private trans- 
portation was accounting for an increas- 
ing percentage of total available traffic 
moved. 


He said the “amateurs” were beating 
the “pros” for the reasons that industry 
could not get a complete transportation 
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service from regulated carriers; that fast 
movement of small shipments was avail- 
able only through private carriage; that 
the for-hire carriers or “pros” were prac- 
ticing “bad timing” of rate increases, and 
that shippers were unable satisfactorily 
to control movements when shipments 
were in the hands of regulated carriers. 

There were also factors in the increas- 
ing use of private carriage that could 
not be “blamed” on anyone, Mr. Haley 
said. As one example, he referred to elec- 
tric energy transmission as opposed to 
moving carloads of coal. His company, 
he said, made use of privately owned 
barges on the Ohio river. 

“Economy is often the prime factor, 
and you can’t fight that,” he said. 


Defense Aspects 


Mr. Haley expressed concern for the 
ability of the railroads to function ade- 
quately in event of a national emergency. 

“The railroads did a good job during 
World War II,” he said. “Then they were 
fit, but lean and hungry. This is not the 
case today.” 

Should a war come now, he said, it 
would be fought with the present trans- 
portation system, less that portion de- 
stroyed in the initial attack. 

The only way to have a transport sys- 
tem in being adequate for such an emer- 
gency, he contended, was to have some 
excess capacity, though not necessarily 
physical. For the railroads, heavier load- 
ing of cars and more efficient operations 
could bring some increased capacity, he 
explained. 


“We must bear in mind,” he cautioned, 
“that the defense of our country depends 
just as much on transportation as it does 


on our ability to send a rocket into outer 
space.” 


There were yet many things that the 
railroads could do to improve their posi- 
tion, he said. Those carriers, he con- 
tended, had put a disproportionate 
amount of time and money into opera- 
tional research projects, to the exclusion 
of market research. He urged more at- 
tention in the latter area. 


Work on Rates and Service 


“If the railroads went to the I.C.C. 
with a revolutionary idea on rates and 
service, backed by evidence of real study, 
I believe that agency would be proud to 
give them every consideration,” he said. 

Mr. Haley urged the railroads to con- 
sider “incentive rates for seasonal move- 
ments.” He asserted that the movement 
of the nation’s grain harvest annually 
collided with heavy movements of grain 
from storage, and suggested considera- 
tion of the effect on car supply of slight- 
ly lower grain rates for movements “out 
of the harvest season.” 

Among other suggestions to the rail- 
roads, he advanced these: 

@ Many areas of the country are sus- 
ceptible to economies from consolida- 
tions. Study them. 

@ Sit down with your customers on 
research. Maybe you don’t really un- 
derstand each other’s problems. 

@ Stop building monuments. Pas- 
senger stations are needed only to shelter 
passengers. + 

@ Eliminate unneeced paper work and 
unnecessary handlings. 

In the question period that followed 
Mr. Haley’s talk, Mr. Pinkney observed 
that the opinion was often expressed 
that the federal excise tax on transpor- 
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© . . e - e . . . . o * > om 
tation by regulated carriers was a factor 
private carriage. Mr 
» along with that con- 


the increase 


Haley declined to g 
tention 


in one instance,” he said, “have 
person say he would go back 
certified carrier if the tax on 
on was repealed. I don’t be- 
would sufficient influ- 


own company.’ 





have 


I it had been indicated that 
Koppers made use of barges on the Ohio 
river, Mr. Roddewig wanted to know M1 


Haley’s views on iser charges, and 
whether he would not agree that their 
absence put the railroads at a disadvan- 
at 

Mr. Haley at first said that there were 
some situations in which the railroads 
cannot compete.” Replying to further 





said tha 


did place 


Roddewig, he 
probably” 


Mr 


charges 


questions by 


lack of user 


the railroads at some disadvantage. He 
emphasized the assertion, however, that 


yuld user charges be imposed, his com- 


SNOULC 
any would want to pay its “fair share 


Outlook for ‘Symes Plan’ 

In answer to another question, Mr: 
Hale opinion that pro- 
posed legislation to effectuate the “Symrs 
plan” would have very little chance of 
passage n Congress this year 

Asked whether he 
would “hurt defense,’ he 
equipment now 


would b 


ALMA 


expressed the 


+ 


felt private carriag 


stated 





being used in that 


for 


tle } aryiti ; + 
available for requisition 


In discussion of a q relative to 
special types railroad equipment, Mr 
Haley expressed belief that acquisi- 
tion of such equipment should be a “par- 
ticipating between shippers and 
carriers 

“Users should furnish special 
the carr the regular 
maintained. “It’s 


question 
the 
deal 
equip- 


ment 


ment,” he 


iers 


equip- 
1 fair 
infair to 


ask common carriers to make large in- 
vestments in highly specialized cars, 
especially if long-term use is not as- 
sured.” 

Questions were also directed to the 
“quiz panel.” Asked what his attitude 
was toward “agreed charges,” under 
which the railroads would be free to 
negotiate contracts with shippers for 
traffic, Mr. Roddewig said that, while 


there was no industry position at present, 
it was his view that with the “present 
intense competition” the railroads were 
moving toward “acceptance in principle” 
of the agreed-charges idea. 


Casey Assails Practices 
‘Hampering’ Ship Travel 


Antiquated regulatory practices and 
“red tape” are hampering international 
travel by ship, in the opinion of Ralph 
E. Casey, president of the American 
Merchant Marine Institute. 


He said, in a statement January 22, 
that he would like to see the removal 
of “unnecessary travel barriers” as a 
step forward under President Eisen- 
hower’s “works “f peace” program. Mr. 
Casey made his »atement in Washing- 
ton, D.C., at a special conference called 
by Clarence B. Randall, special assistant 
to the President. 


Mr. Casey called the passenger visa 
an “outmoded safeguard which should 


least with 


be eliminated, at 
citizens of those countries whose govern- 
ments no longer require a visa for United 


respect to 


States travelers.” He said the visa “is 
one of the major hinderances to the free 


flow of travel 


The A.M.M.I. head also recommended 
adoption by ship lines of the simplified 
three-point passenger manifest used by 
airlines, that incoming passengers be 


allowed to take 10me more foreig: 
goods, that taxes hindering travel be 
abolished and that Congre appropriate 
money to promote travel under a fed- 


eral travel office 
Department of 


to be established in 
Commerce 


the 


St. Lawrence Seaway Cost 


The audit report to Congress on the St 
Lawrence Seaway Development Corp 
made for the fiscal year ended June 30 


L. C. Dell, Retiring as 
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1957, by the Comptroller General, carrie 
the information that the administrs tor 
of the corporation had advised that, a 
of November 26, 1957, the total estima'ts 
f the U.S. work on the seaway w 
be $133,935,900. This was compared 


cost 


an estimate of $143,000,C00 as showr 
the budget for the fiscal year 1958 
cluding interest during the constructioy 


period, the estimated cost 
$125,935,900 


was shown a 


Marine Safety Meeting 
The 


Safety 


marine section of the 
Council has announced 
pring sessions will be held April lé 
in the Statler hotel, New York 
njunction with the council’s am 
there. The marine section 
stomary” sessions devoted to ship- 
ship operations and 
ild be held 


Nati 


that 


congress 





stevec 


‘'G.T.M.’ of Omaha 


Firm, Ils Honored at Testimonial Luncheon 





Lloyd C. Dell, general traffic manager 


of Fairmont Foods Co., Omaha, Neb., for 
the last 12 years, was honored at a testi- 
monial luncheon, January 13, at the Col- 
ony Club in Omaha, Neb., by about 125 
friends in transportation and industrial 
traffic work who had received word he 
was about to retire, after 40 years of serv- 
ice with Fairmont Foods 

Burt A. Anderson, general agent of the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway, was 
master of ceremonies, and the list of six 
speakers included P. F. Seiger, vice-presi- 
dent of Fairmont Foods Co 

The participants in the luncheon pro- 
gram, shown with the guest of honor 
at the head table, are (left to right) 
L. J. Becquet, traffic manager of Gooch 
Milling & Elevator Co., Lincoln, Neb., 
who spoke as a representative of the 
Central Western Shippers Advisory 
Board and noted that Mr. Dell had 
served seven years as chairman of the 
freight loss and damage prevention com- 
mittee of that board; J. J. Chapuran, 
traffic manager of Tidy House Products 
Co., who spoke on behalf of the Omaha 
Traffic Club of which he is president; 
J. R. MacAnally, general freight traffic 
manager of the Union Pacific Railroad; 
Mr. Dell; Mr. Anderson; Mr. Seiger; 
H. T. Volz, general agent of Independent 
Truckers, Inc., and Jack J. Hartnett, 
traffic manager of Paxton & Gallagher 


Co. The remarks by Messrs. MacAnally 
Volz and Hartnett were made on behalf 
of the Omaha area railroads, motor 
Carriers and industrial traffic men, re- 
spectively. Participating in the making 
of arrangements for the luncheon were 
L. W. Smith, of the Association of Ameri- 
can Railroads, and J. D. Key, general 
agent of the Denver & Rio Grande 
Western Railroad at Omaha. A report 
to TRAFFIC WORLD concerning the lunch- 
eon including the following biographical 
information about the guest of honor 
Mr. Dell was born in Chathom, Ontari 
Canada, and came to Central City, Neb 
at the age of 14. His first job was as a 
helper in the Central City office of the 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy. After suc- 
cessive promotions in that office he be- 
came agent of the Burlington at Gretna 
Neb. In 1918 he “entered the dairy busi- 
ness” by taking a position in the traff 
department of Fairmont Foods Co., and 
in 1946 he became general traffic manage 
of that company. He has represented the 
dairy and butter interests of the United 
States in many national rate hearings 
The Industrial Traffic Managers Ass 
ciation of Omaha is one of the organiz: 
tions of which Mr. Dell is past presiden 
For three years he was district managé 
ment chairman of the National Managé 
ment Committee of the National Assoc 
ation of Shippers Advisory Boards. H 
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been active, also, on the transporta- 
committee of the Omaha Chamber 
f Commerce and as a member of the 
Air Force Association, the Chicago Trans- 
ation Shrine Club, and other organi- 
ns 
tinguished as a stamp collector, he is 
: t president of the Trans-Mississippi 
Philatelic Society and the winner of 14 
nal trophies and two national grand 
ds for his collection of U.S. postal 
which he has donated to Boys 
Town, near Omaha 


Col. Altgelt Will Direct 
Southeast M.T.M.A. Region 


Col. David M. Altgelt, of the Air 
Force, has been appointed regional di- 

tor of the southeastern traffic region 
of the Military 
Traffic Manage- 
ment Agency, with 
headquarters at the 


general depot at 
Atlanta, according 
to the Army. He 


succeeds Col. J. V 


Rathbone, Jr. 
Colonel Altgelt, a 
native of San An- 
tonio, Tex., has 
been director of 
policy and plans at 
M.T.M.A, headquar- 





Col. D. M. Altgelt 


ters in Washing- 
ton, D.C. Previous to that he was di- 
rector of the Air Force district traffic 


fice at Oklahoma City and was direc- 
torate of transportation for the northern 
air materiel area in England, the British 
Isles and Scandinavia. 

In World War II he served in the 
European Theater, the North African 
ampaign and in South America. 

In his new post he will have manage- 
ment responsibility for all commercial 
freight and passenger transportation 
used by about 200 armed forces installa- 
tions in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Ken- 
tucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia and West 
Virginia 


Sarah F. McDonough Feted 


On Retiring by Practitioners 


Mrs. Sarah F. McDonough, who re- 
tired December 31 as executive secre- 
tary of the Association of Interstate 
Commerce Commission Practitioners, 
is honored at a testimonial luncheon 
given by the association’s executive com- 
ttee and a special committee of 15 
st presidents of the association. 


R. Granville Curry, chairman of the 
special committee, spoke briefly at the 
fair at the Army & Navy Club in 
Vashington, D.C. He praised Mrs. 
McDonough’s “distinguished service” 
ind “extraordinary accomplishments” 
and said she was held in high regard 
and affection by all association members. 


Chairman Freas, of the Commission, 
who also served on the special commit- 
tce, told the luncheon guests of the 
IC.C.’s appreciation of Mrs. McDon- 
Cigh’s work. 

The association presented Mrs. Mc- 
lonough with a gift and in addition pre- 

nted her with the following testi- 
ronial: 


“Now that our much esteemed execu- 


= 


tive secretary, Mrs. Sarah F. McDonough 
(in private life Mrs. Sarah F. Battle), 
retires from the Association of Interstate 
Commerce Commission Practitioners, the 
executive committee and a special com- 
mittee of its last fifteen presidents 
present to her this testimonial of appre- 
ciation. It is in recognition of her dis- 
tinguished service and her invaluable 
contribution to the vitality, usefulness, 
and high standing of the association. 
“Having been engaged in work for the 
association from its beginning in 1929, 
she was appointed executive secretary 
on October 1, 1930, and served continu- 
ously and indefatigably until her retire- 
ment on December 31, 1957. She was 
the managing editor and the mainstay 
of the association’s publication, J.C.C. 
Practitioners’ Journal, from the first 






39 


Transportation Week 


issue in November, 1933, to the present 
time 

“Through years of changing economic 
conditions, and of war and peace, she has 
directed the affairs of the association 
with tact, high courage, unselfish devo- 
tion, and effective leadership. She has 
been ever alert to the best interests of 
the association and its purpose to main- 
tain high standards of professional con- 
duct. And she has aided it in protecting 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
against unjust attacks and attempts to 
impair its independence. 

“In warm affection and sincere grati- 
tude, we join in this testimonial and 
wish her many years of happiness.” 


Growth Potential, Coupled With Problems, 
ls Facing T.T.M.A., Members Are Told 


Speakers at Convention Express Belief in Still-Favorable Growth 
Conditions. George Baker, Though, Points to Trucking Financial 
Problems. Better Designing, Opposition to Rail Program Urged. 


Business potential still exists for 
truck -trailer manufacturers and 
conditions are still favorable for 
growth, but solutions are still needed 
in such areas as financial problems 
of truck lines, standardization of 
containers and making operations 
generally more effective, according 
to various speakers at the seven- 
teenth annual convention of the 
Truck-Trailer Manufacturers Asso- 
ciation. 

Among speakers at the meeting, held 
January 20 through 22 in the Palm 
Beach Biltmore hotel, Palm Beach, Fla., 
were Dr. George P. Baker, president of 
the Transportation Association of Amer- 
ica: Ernest G. Cox, chief of the Com- 
mission’s section of motor carrier safety; 
Robert H. Hall, a materials handling 
consulting engineer, and Guy W. Rut- 
land, Jr., president of the American 
Trucking Associations, Inc. 

Other highlights included the “annual 
message” of the T.T.M.A. president, A. A. 
Kearney, and the introduction of a 
booklet showing dimensions and maneu- 
verability of motor vehicles, especially 
as they concern terminal] facilities. 


Finance Problems of Trucking 


Dr. Baker said that with the expected 
growth of the over-all trucking industry, 
that industry must solve some “serious 
financing problems.” Partial remedies, 
he said, would be to tap the heretofore 
almost-untouched equity market and to 
continue a trend to more mergers. 


He said he foresaw an increasing mar- 
ket for “piggyback” and “fishyback” traf- 
fic, as well as growing interest in more 
through routes and joint rates, both be- 
tween different modes of transport and 
between truckers, although the latter, he 
said, would bring up problems such as 
greater standardization of equipment. 

He mentioned Congressional activities 
concerning the federal-aid highway sys- 
tem, the bills sponsored by the I.C.C. and 





the review of the “deteriorating railroad 
situation,” and he added: 

“Since transportation is so vital to our 
economy, its continuation under private 
enterprise must be assured if our present 
system is to remain strong. To keep 
transportation healthy, our laws must be 
kept up to date, which means our trans- 
port interest groups must be willing to 
agree on constructive changes.” 


Transportation for Defense 


Mr. Kearney, who is vice-president— 
sales of Brown Trailers, Inc., Spokane, 
Wash., told the approximately 350 per- 
sons attending the convention that “ex- 
cellent business potential exists and will 
continue to develop.” In his message 
he dealt largely with transportation for 
defense, saying: 

“The pressure for a speedup in our de- 
fense effort will require that we main- 
tain and strengthen our basic domestic 
transport system. More than ever we 
must have financially sound, flexible and 
efficient surface transportation for both 
our civilian economy and our expanded 
defense effort. 

“This implies that we carry forward 
our expanded highway construction 
program; that we not divert to other 
purposes, no matter how urgent, any 
of the funds now being accumulated in 
the highway trust fund, and that we 
place no new burden of taxation or re- 
strictive legislation on motor transport.” 


He mentioned that truck-trailer sales 
were off about 13 per cent last year as 
compared with 1956, and he said “all 
of us need to be on our toes in 
searching for new business and in sharp- 
ening up Our companies’ operations to 
make them more effective.” 


Ideas From Road Checks 
“Simplified inspection” and “design 
to take vulnerability out of the vehicle” 
were asked of the manufacturers by Mr. 
Cox. He mentioned the four road checks 
conducted last year by the Commission, 
and he said: 


“To a considerable extent, the vehicle 
defect conditions which our road checks 
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have brought to light are due to inad- 
equate maintenance and to faulty in- 
spection practices of vehicle owners 
Primarily these are the responsibility of 
the user 

“But I believe that it is the obliga- 
tion of the vehicle builder to engineer 
and to design vehicles in such a way 
that the likelihood of such defects will 
be materially lessened.” 

He said worn hoses in airbrake sys- 
tems ranked high in defects found, and 
he urged that the manufacturers devise 
a system “which will materially lessen 
this exposure.” 

He further suggested a “decidedly 
stepped-up measure of effort to intro- 
duce more positive controls into the 
locking of coupling devices” so as to 
prevent breakaways of tractors from 
trailers. He also said vehicle makers 
“should examine the standards govern- 
ing the size and quality of materials” in 
such vital parts as pins or bolts on 
wheels 

Yet another area for improvement was 
cited by Mr. Hall, a member of the Amer- 
ican Society of Mechanical Engineers 
His proposal: An integrated system of 
standard sizes of shipping containers as 
a means of obtaining transportation 
economies 

He advocated adoption of a “family” 
of standard sizes to permit shippers “to 
select a shipping container of the ap- 
propriate type of suitable capacity that 
can be delivered to the consignee sealed 
and intact, even though transfer from 
one type of carrier to another may be 
involved in the movement.” 


‘Threat’ From Railroads 

Mr. Rutland reiterated what he has 
told various other organizations, that 
railroads should not be granted the right 
to enter unrestricted highway trucking 
The A.T.A. leader said that railroad of- 
ficials, because they “do not have the 
fast, flexible transportation system the 
times demand want in the business 
they tried so hard to destroy.” 


“At this moment,” he asserted, “the 
railroads are engaged in a monumental 
effort to take over the trucking indus- 
try. Not to put trucks on the roads as 
supplements to their regular service, but 
to go into direct highway competition 
with established carriers, and eventually, 
we believe, put them out of business. 


“They want to change the national 
transportation policy so that they may 
own and operate truck lines, pipelines, 
airlines and waterway service. 

“They didn’t pioneer any of these 
services. They fought the development 
of every one of them—especially trucks 
—by all means at their disposal, and they 
nad many such means. They never had 
any confidence in any form of trans- 
port but their own steel rail service.” 

He said the railroads were actively de- 
manding freedom from I.C.C. controls 
over freight rates and were seeking the 
removal of restrictions on ownership of 
competing forms of transport. 


“If they are allowed to do... these 
things,” Mr. Rutland said, “I think the 
result would be the end of orderly trans- 
portation in America. They would put 
their trucks alongside ours on the high- 
ways and subsidize their operation un- 
til we had to give up. 

“They could rather quickly create a 
new monopoly of transportation in this 


country 


What would happen to truck 
transportation once it came under the 
control of railroads? I think the answer 


is Obvious. I think trusting the rails to 
further develop truck transport is like 
trusting a mouse to deliver a piece of 
cheese.” 

The T.T.M.A. said that the 12-page 
booklet it introduced at the convention 
contained figures on trailer dimensions 
and range, a map of state limits, illus- 
trations on “apron” space which should 
be provided at terminals, an outline of 
procedure on how to determine the best 
yard and dock dimensions and methods 
of equaling the height of trailer dock 
with that of trailer floor. Also, the 
association said, the booklet contained 
discussions of shuttle operation, dock 
area drainage, traffic congestion and 
parking facilities. Single copies may be 
obtained for 50 cents each from the 
association, 710 Albee Building, Wash- 
ington 5, D.C 


Washington Traffic Club 
Gives Testimonial Dinner 


To Honor General Lasher 


The Traffic Club of Washington, 
D.C., tendered a testimonial dinner 
in the Willard hotel on January 15 
to Major General E. C. R. Lasher who 
has announced his retirement from 
the Army. Since May 16, 1956, Gen- 
eral Lasher has been executive di- 
rector of the Military Traffic Man- 
agement Agency, set up as the single 
agency to manage the traffic of the 
armed forces 

Stanley B. Hoveland, president of the 
club and deputy director of the traffic 
and services division of the General] 
Services Adminstration, at the close of 
the evening, presented to General Lasher 
a plaque which read 

“In recognition of distinguished serv- 


TraFFic Wo 








ice and exemplary leadership in f 
field of traffic management in peace a 
war. Presented to Major General E. C 
Lasher by the Traffic Club of Washi! 
ton, Inc., January 15, 1958.” 

Mr. Hoveland opened the evening’s ac- 
tivities by turning the proceedings over 
to Perry M. Shoemaker, president of the 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Ra |}- 
road, who acted as toastmaster Af 
introducing those at the head table, M: 
Shoemaker said that General Lasher was 
retiring after a successful record of 
Army service He. said that Genera] 
Lasher had built up great affection 
the part of people “in and out of the 
Army,” and as an expression of that af- 
fection he read a telegram from R 
Boyle, chairman of the Southern Freight 
Association, then in session in Atlanta 
Ga. In the telegram the association ex- 
pressed esteem for General Lasher, and 
wished for him many years of happiness 
following a brilliant military career.” 

In asking General Lasher to make “a 
ew remarks,” Mr. Shoemaker said that 
General Lasher “leaves a unique con- 
tribution to the officers who follow him.” 


Talk by Gen. Lasher 

General Lasher indicated that he 
would remain in the field of transporta- 
tion after his retirement. 

He said that “operators, regulators, 
promotors and buyers” had helped him 
to “sell defense transportation.” He said 
that some now in the field of transpor- 
tation had gone into military transpor- 
tation service as second lieutenants 
“fresh out of college” and that they had 
since become executives. The general ex- 
pressed his appreciation of “the coopera- 
tion, counsel, advice and patience which 
have gone into doing the things which 
we together have done over the past sev- 
eral years.” 

“For the past two years I have been 
fortunate to have around me some of 
the best public servants it is your good 
fortune to have working for the United 
States government, whether in uniform 
or civilian clothes,” General Lasher said 

He said he wanted to salute particu- 


¢ 





Stanley B. Hoveland, president of the Traffic Club of Washington, D.C. (left) presents Major Ger 

eral E. C. R. Lasher (right) with a plaque expressing the club’s recognition of General Lasher 

services in the field of traffic management. Perry M. Shoemaker, president of the Delaware, Lackc 
wanna & Western Railroad (center) looks on. 
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ly those who had had or now had 
ything to do with the M.T.M.A. Gen- 
il Lasher also said he wanted to salute 
y friend, and boss, and colleague-in- 
irement soon to be.” He referred to 
jor General Paul F. Yount, Chief of 
ansportation, U. S. Army, who was 
iong those at the head table and 
10se imminent retirement had been 
nounced. 


In closing his remarks, General Lasher 
thanked the 600 persons present for 
their “graciousness” in attending the 
testimonial dinner and said that his 
endeavor to “interpret the requirements 
as stated in military terms in transpor- 
tation language” convinced him that 
“the industry will always rise to its 
responsibilities.” 





Entries in ‘Golden Spike’ Contest Judged 


ay 


Judges of the seventh annual ‘Golden Spike’ advertising competition look over some of the entries 
n the contest sponsored by the Association of Railroad Advertising Managers 
presented each year to the advertiser outside the railroad industry who, through the use of any 
advertising medium or combination of media, is believed to have made the most outstanding 

ntribution to understanding and appreciation of railroads. 

the A.R.A.M. annual meeting, to be held March 9 through 12 at Washington, D.C 
left to right) are 


Si. Lovis 


The award is 


This year’s victor will be announced 
The judges 


G. M. Kowall, vice-president and art director of the D’Arcy Advertising Co., 
A. W. Robertson, advertising manager of the Missouri Pacific Railroad; Oliver E. Robin- 


n, instructor in transportation at Washington University, St. Louis, and eastern division traffic 

manager of the Ralston-Purina Co.; Carlton T. Sills (seated), A.R.A.M. president and advertising 

ynd publicity manager of the Denver & Rio Grande Western Railway, and T. H. Desnoyers, associate 
editor of Railway Freight Traffic magazine. 


American Airlines Reports 
Gain in Air Freight in ‘57 


American Airlines, Inc., has reported 
that its revenues for 1957 totaled $305,- 
956,000, an increase of 4.9 per cent over 
the 1956 figure of $291,772,000. 

The airlines said that in 1957 it car- 
ried 86,064,000 ton miles of air freight, 
an increase of 15.1 per cent Over 1956. It 
aid, also, that it flew 8,115,460 passen- 
rers a total of 5,142,593,000 revenue 
passenger miles last year, compared with 
4,899,629,000 revenue passenger miles in 
1956, an increase of about 5 per cent. 


1.C.C. Work Assignments 


Pending further action of the Com- 
mission, Commissioner McPherson has 
been designated a member of division 4 
to fill the vacancy created by the resig- 
nation of Commissioner Owen Clarke 
the Commission has announced. 

Also in lieu of Mr. Clarke, Commis- 
sioner Minor has been designated as the 
commissioner through whom the Bu- 
reau of Inquiry and Compliance will re- 
port and as a member of the committee 
on legislation. 


American Express, Bus Line 
Provide Service on Exports 


About 2,500 Continental Trailways Bus 
System stations this month began accept- 
ing export traffic for transfer to Amer- 
ican Express, New York, and consign- 
ment overseas, it has been announced 
by George F. Doherty, vice-president— 
foreign traffic department of American 
Express. He said it was the first time 
American Express had used a bus agency 
for such traffic. 

Mr. Doherty said it was believed that 
with the new through-routed buses bag- 
gage, personal effects and general traffic 
would reach New York several days 
earlier, in some cases, than previously. 
He said that goods would be subject to 
no more than one change, and often 
none, between any point of origin in this 
country and the terminal in New York. 

Also, he said, Continental would deliver 
American Express import packages 
throughout this country. 


Missouri River Navigation 


The 1958 season of navigation on the 
Missouri River will begin April 10 at the 


41 


Transportation Week 


mouth of the river, the Sioux City & 
New Orleans Barge Lines, Inc., of Kansas 
City, Mo., has announced. The company 
said that the U.S. Army Corps of Engi- 
neers had stated that continuous water 
tramsport service on the river would be 
assured throughout the 1958 navigation 
season. The company also announced 
that it would furnish barges for loading 
to Missouri River ports, starting March 
20 at Pittsburgh and New Orleans, 
March 25 at Chicago, and April 1 at St. 
Louis. The first tow of the season, it 
said, was expected to reach Kansas 
City April 14. 


Head of New Rail Group 
Has Had Varied Background 


John Edward McGrath, chairman of 
the Trans-Continental Research Com- 
mittee formed January 15 by transcon- 
tinental railroads in 
the west, has been ™ 
assistant director of 
education and an 
assistant professor 
of business at -~ 
the Transportation 

} 
J. E. McGrath 


Center at North- 
western University 
(T.W., Jan. 18, p 
22). 


He was responsi- 
ble for the organi- 
zation and direction 
of all industry short 
courses Offered by 
the center and was an adviser to other 
divisions of the center on technical mat- 
ters in transportation economics. 

Since 1950, when he received a degree 
of master of business administration 
from the University of Chicago, he was 
a consultant and performed research 
under contract for railroads, airlines, 
steamship companies and the Army 
Transportation School at Ft. Eustis, Va. 

Prior to becoming affiliated with 
Northwestern last year, he was an assist- 
ant professor and the director of the 
transportation program at American 
University, Washington, D.C.; was a 
tariff clerk and a mail clerk with the 
Association of Western Railways at Chi- 
cago, and was a teaching associate at 
the Indiana University school of business 
and department of economics. 


He studied at Indiana University, Chi- 
cago and the University of Florida. 

Mr. McGrath is a member of the 
American Economic Association, the 
Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fratern- 
ity, the National Defense Transportation 
Association, the Washington (D.C.) Traf- 
fic Club, the Chicago Traffic Club, the 
Atlantic States Shippers Advisory Board 
and Beta Gamma Sigma, business honor 
society. He is a founder member of the 
American Society of Traffic and Trans- 
portation. 





Selected 1.C.C. Reading List 


The Bureau of Railway Economics Li- 
brary of the Association of American 
Railroads has informed its members of 
the publication by the Association of In- 
terstate Commerce Commission Practi- 
tioners of a “Selected Reading List of 
Books Helpful in the Study of the Prin- 
cipal Laws Within the Jurisdiction of 
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the Interstate Commerce Commission,” 
third and revised edition, 1957. Copies, 
the bureau said, may be obtained from 
the practitioner association, 1112 L.C.C. 
Building, Washington 25, D. C. They are 
75 cents each. 


General Yount Tendered 
Testimonial Luncheon by 
Capital N.D.T.A. Chapter 


Limited facilities precluded the 
presence of many who desired to at- 
tend the testimonial luncheon given 
by the Washington, D.C., chapter of 
the National Defense Transportation 
Association in the ballroom of the 
National Press Club January 22 in 
honor of Major General Paul F. 
Yount, Chief of Transportation of 
the Department of the Army, who 
retires from military service on Jan- 
uary 31. 


Before the program in honor of Gen- 
eral Yount got under way, Malcolm 
W. Stevenson, president of the Washing- 
ton chapter of the N.D.T.A., and Wash- 
ington manager for United Air Lines, 
announced that Col. Thomas J. Weed 
(US.A.), retired, and now representing 
the Port of San Francisco in the na- 
tion’s capital, had set up a $40,000 foun- 
dation to perpetuate the aims and activi- 
ties of the N.D.T.A. 

Howard Adams, vice-president of the 
N.D.T.A., and vice-president of the Pa- 
cific Far East Lines, acted as toastmas- 
ter. He introduced those at the head 
table and said that they were there to 
give tribute to General Yount, to wish 
him God-speed and to express their ap- 
preciation of his accomplishments as 
the Army’s chief of transportation. 

Mr. Adams sketched General Yount’s 
career from his graduation from West 
Point in 1930 at the head of a class of 241 
cadets. He recalled that in 1942 General 
Yount was commanding officer, base sec- 
tion and supply, in Burma, and later in 
that year headed the third military rail- 
way battalion in the Persian Gulf area. 
In 1944, Mr. Adams said, General Yount 
perfected the military railway service 
in the India-Burma area. 

General Yount’s first Washington as- 
signment was as chief of traffic and rail- 
way service in the office of the Army’s 
chief of transportation. In 1953 he was 
made deputy commander of the second 
Japan logistical command and later, com- 
mander of the Korean logistical com- 
mand. He returned to Washington in 
1953 as acting chief of transportation and 
in 1954 became chief of transportation. 
He has four decorations from _ the 
United States, and four foreign decora- 
tions. Mr. Adams said that the general’s 
“highest” decoration was the Distin- 
guished Service Medal with two oak leaf 
clusters. 

Before calling on General Yount to 
speak, Mr. Adams read a congratulatory 
letter from Secretary Brucker of the 
Army. 


General Yount’s Remarks 


General Yount said he thought that it 
was not he alone who was being honored 
by the luncheon, but the Transporta- 





tion Corps of the Army, and he added 
that its achievements would not have 
been possible without the loyal support 
of other agencies of government and of 
private industry. 

General Yount said that the transpor- 
tation industry had been of great assist- 
ance to the Army in furnishing quality 
service, necessary equipment, and man- 
power. In reference to the latter, he said 
that the American Trucking Associations, 
the Association of American Railroads, 
the Propeller Club and many others had 
sponsored units and supplied personnel 
“against the day of need.” That type of 
support, he said, was invaluable and es- 
sential. 

While the general said he would be 
growing Christmas trees in Pennsylvania, 
he thought that he might not “get as 
far away from the transportation busi- 
ness as I think now.” 


Others Pay Tribute 


Rear Admiral Ralph J. Arnold, chief, 
B.US.AN.D.A., DC., called on for a 
few remarks, said that he and Vice Ad- 
miral John M. Will, commander, Military 
Sea Transport Service, were probably in 
agreement that if General Yount had 
gone to Annapolis “with his abilities he 
might have amounted to something,” 
which drew a laugh from the audience. 

Major General E. C. R. Lasher, execu- 
tive director of the Military Traffic 
Management Agency, who, in the pre- 
vious week, had been tendered a tes- 
timonial dinner by the Washington Club 
in view of his retirement from service 
on January 31, said he thought that it 
was not the achievements, but the qual- 
ities of a man making possible those 
achievements, which were honored. The 
important things, he said, were the 
character, the ideals, the devotion- 
“the very fibre of the individual.” He 
said that General Yount had all of 
these attributes. Based on his work with 
and for General Yount, he said, he 
thought he was the best qualified person 
in the room to make that statement, 
and he complimented the N.D.T.A. for 
choosing to honor “a fine American 
and a great guy.” 

Major General Frank A. Heileman, re- 
tired and now director of research at 
Palo Alto, Calif., for Hiller Helicopters, 
who preceded General Yount as chief of 
transportation for the Army, recalled 
that he had recommended General Yount 
as the one man in the Transportation 
Corps having the qualifications for the 
job. 

At the close of the luncheon, Mr. 
Stevenson presented General Yount with 
a large circular silver tray with the 
following engraved inscription: 

“Major General Paul F. Yount, Hon- 
orary President, in recognition of your 
friendship and support, Washington 
Chapter, National Defense Transporta- 
tion Association, 1958.” 


Northwest Advisory Board 
Completes Meeting Agenda 


The Northwest Shippers Advisory 
Board has announced the agenda for 
its thirty-fifth annual meeting, to be 
held January 29 and 30 in the Pick- 
Nicollet hotel, Minneapolis. 


Previously, the board had announced 
that the principal speaker at a luncheon 
concluding the meeting would be Wil- 
liam J. Quinn, president of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad 
(T.W., Jan. 18, p. 52). 
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In committee meetings on Januery 
29, the board said, various phases of 
rail transportation service would be d s- 
cussed, with F. L. O’Neill, general trai ic 
manager of the Minnesota Mining & 
Manufacturing Co. and general chairman 
of the board, presiding. The announce- 
ment continued: 

“W. L. Harvey, manager, railroad re- 
lations section, car service division of 
the Association of American Railroads 
Washington, D.C., will present a view 
of the national transportation condi- 
tions. Mr. Harvey was formerly district 
manager in Minneapolis for 10 years 

“A. W. Campbell, general superintend- 
ent of transportation, great Northern 
Railway, St. Paul, Minn., will discuss the 
local car requirements and supply as 
well as operating conditions of the rail- 
roads serving this area. 

“Pete Stallcop, general secretary of 
the board and executive secretary of 
the Northwest Country Elevator Asso- 
ciation, Minneapolis, will report on the 
freight carloadings anticipated during 
the first quarter of this year, which 
is indicative of the general business out- 
look within the area. 

“Layne H. Martin, general traffic man- 
ager, Gould National Batteries, Inc., St 
Paul, chairman of the freight loss and 
damage prevention committee, will pre- 
side at its meeting. 

“L. McLean, chairman of the railroad 
less-carload transportation subcommit- 
tee and supervisor of station service of 
the Northern Pacific Railway, St. Paul, 
will conduct the activities at a meet- 
ing of his committee. The public is 
invited to the less-carload and freight 
loss and damage prevention joint meet- 
ing and general sessions of the board.” 


Brooks Says Budget Bureau 
Would End Water Program 


The Bureau of the Budget has pro- 
posed, in effect, the “liquidation of the 
nation’s water development program,” 
according to Representative Brooks, of 
Louisiana, who is president of the Na- 
tional Rivers and Harbors Congress. 

Commenting on the new budget esti- 
mates for flood control, river and harbor 
projects, and irrigation and reclamation, 
he said that by further curtailing funds 
for present construction and then deny- 
ing funds for the start of new projects, 
the bureau was proposing “nothing more 
than a wind-up operation for this vital 
resource development program.” 

“In my judgment,” the congressman 
continued, “the people out in the grass 
roots who bear the brunt of the floods 
and who need waterways and harbors 
to develop their commerce and industry 
are not going to stay hitched for this.” 


Mr. Brooks said that two “salient 
points” should be remembered: First, 
that “our failures and shortcomings in 
the scientific and technical field cannot 
be attributed to the rather modest water 
resources program we have been carry- 
ing out since Korea,” and, second, that 
the “cuts that have been made will not 
in themselves, get our satellites and mis- 
Siles off the ground.” 


Mr. Brooks said that as a member of 
Congress and as president of the rivers 
and harbors group, he took the position 
that “if we ban new starts on domestic 
projects we should likewise ban new 
starts on all foreign economic projects.” 

“In the exercise of its uncontroverted 
control over the purse strings, as set 
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New Cars Installed in ‘57 
By Class | Roads Exceeded 
Once in 30 Years—A.A.R. 


The 5,881 new revenue freight car 
installations made in December by 
Class I railroads and their controlled 
refrigerator car lines brought to 92,- 
590 the total installations for the 
entire year, making it the second 
highest such number in the last 30 
years, according to Arthur H. Gass, 
chairman of the car service division 
of the Association of American Rail- 
roads. 


In his monthly report on the national 
transportation situation, dated January 
21, Mr. Gass said the 1957 total was ex- 
ceeded in the 30-year period only by 
that recorded in 1948. The total that 
year, he said, was 102,737. 

Installations of non-revenue cars, tank 
cars, maintenance-of-way equipment and 
sars of private owners brought the 1957 
figure to 99,290 (see story elsewhere in 
this issue). 

In December 3,862 revenue cars were 
retired, resulting in a net increase in 
wnership of 2,019, Mr. Gass said. Re- 
tirements in 1957 totaled 54,363, making 
the net gain 38,227, he said. In a break- 
jown, he said the Class I roads installed 
88,482 cars and retired 49,481, for a gain 
of 39,001, while their refrigerator lines 


installed 4,108, retired 4,882, for a loss of 
774 





Report on Car Supply 


In a discussion of the current supply 
of various types of cars, the A.AR. 
official said the supply of box cars was 
exceeding current requirements, but that 
the surplus did not apply equally to all 
sizes and classes. 

‘High-grade and wide-door 40-foot 
and all 50-foot box are in active demand 
and consequently share in the surplus to 
a lesser degree than the lower grades and 
ordinary sizes of cars,” he said. “De- 
mands for the higher grades are ex- 
pected to remain strong as carloadings 
pick up from the year-end holiday low.” 

He said the empty system box cars on 
the rails of Class I owner roads totaled 
316,975 as of December 15, or 43 per cent 
of ownership. 

As to stock cars, he said that the supply 
of both single and double-deck cars “is 
more than adequate for the light require- 
ments at this time.” He added that no 
substantial change was indicated for the 
immediate future. 

The supply of auto cars, he said, had 
been entirely adequate despite a rela- 
tively heavy demand, especially for 50- 
foot cars. Some areas, he said, had re- 
,orted surpluses of 40-foot cars. 


Hoppers and Flats 

This is what Mr. Gass had to say 
bout covered hoppers: 

“Historically this is the season of light- 
st demand for this type of equipment, 
nd current requirements are following 
his pattern. There is a surplus of these 
ars at present. The increase in railroad 


ownership of covered hoppers during 
1957 approximated 7,900 cars, and repre- 
sents about a 17 per cent increase in 
ownership. This is the largest increase 
in ownership of these cars in any year 
since their introduction as an addition to 
the freight-carrying fleet.” 

He said the supply of hoppers was easy, 
with a surplus of 24,600 reported at the 
end of the year. The same, he said, was 
true of gondolas, the surplus of which 
at the end of the year totaled 12,800. 

It was said that in 1957 the loadings 
of plain flat cars increased 146,700 cars, 
or 5.1 per cent, over 1956, which Mr. 
Gass said was due generally to increasea 
“piggyback” loading. 

“However,” he said, “total surplus re- 
ported at year end was only 2,400 units, 
and a large percentage of these were on 
roads with a heavy ownership of short 
(42-foot and under) flats. Recent in- 
creased production in some midwestern 
agricultural implement plants should in- 
crease demand for the long flat cars.” 

Heavy-capacity and special types of 
flat cars had total loadings in the first 
10 months of last year of 400 units over 
1956, Mr. Gass said, adding that demands 
continued heavy. 

“Piggyback” loadings of highway trail- 
ers on freight cars totaled 249,965 cars 
last year, 207,783 in 1956 and 168,150 in 
1955, he said. 


Debate on Question 
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In a discussion of freight car detention, 
the official said that in December the av- 
erage over the 48-hour free time was 20.13 
per cent, compared with 20.76 in the pre- 
vious December. For 1957, Mr. Gass said, 
the average detention was 20.12 per cent, 
as opposed to 20.43 in 1956. 

He said that the Class I railroads re- 
ported 89,893 cars, or 5.1 per cent of their 
fleet, undergoing or awaiting repairs as 
of January 1, but he noted that their 
serviceable fleet totaled 1,656,791 cars, 
more than at any date since May 1954, 
“due to heavy installations.” 

It was said that rail car shops re- 
ported 19,344 cars turned out in Decem- 
ber after receiving heavy repairs, mak- 
ing the 1957 total 260,607, an average f 
21,717 a month. 

Eighty-one new diesel electric locomo- 
tive units placed in service in Decem- 
ber brought to 1,312 the total for the 
entire year, he said. Also, he said, 30 
gas turbines and 413 diesels were on or- 
der and undelivered as of January 1. 

Concluding, he said that refrigerator 
car ownership as of the first of the year 
totaled 124,184. He said 5,082 new freight 
cars were installed in 1957 and that 2,407 
new cars remained on order. 


as to Level of Tolls 


On Seaway Heard by Chicago Traffic Club 


Two Chicagoans Present Affirmative, Milwaukee Port Director and 


A.A.R. Economist State Negative Views on Proposal to Modify Law 
Requiring Liquidation of Seaway Cost Through Collection of Tolls. 


(From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World) 


Members of the Traffic Club of 
Chicago heard a debate, the night of 
January 16, in the Palmer House at 
Chicago, on the question whether or 
not Congress should amend the St. 
Lawrence Seaway Development Cor- 
poration act so as to permit use of 
the Seaway free or at toll rates 
lower than the “self-liquidation” 
provision of that act would require. 


Maxim M. Cohen, general manager of 
the Chicago Regional Port District, and 
Joseph S. Chartrand, manager of the 
transportation department of the Chi- 
cago Board of Trade, spoke affirmatively 
on the question, “Should the law requir- 
ing liquidation of the cost of the St. 
Lawrence Seaway through tolls be modi- 
fied?” 

H. C. Brockel, municipal port director 
of the Board of Harbor Commissioners 
at Milwaukee, and Burton H. Behling, of 
Washington, D.C., economist at the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads, consti- 
tuted the negative team in the debate. 


The debaters after having presented 
their respective arguments, were ques- 
tioned by a panel, the members of which 
were: W. J. O’Brien, general attorney 
for the Illinois Central Railroad; M. J. 
Keating, attorney for the New York 
Central Railroad, and J. S. Burchmore 
and H. E. Spencer, transportation attor- 
neys, Chicago. Harold F. Hammond, of 
Washington, D.C., executive vice-presi- 





dent of the Transportation Association 
of America, was moderator. 


Self-Liquidation Requirement 


The St. Lawrence Seaway Develop- 
ment Corporation was set up under a 
law requiring collection of tolls to liqui- 
date the United States’ share of the 
construction cost in 50 years. Higher 
costs than originally estimated have 
since raised the question whether high 
tolls might discourage use of the Sea- 
way. 

Mr. Brockel maintained that the 
present law provided an adequate frame- 
work for the stated federal objective of 
self-liquidation of the project, including 
interest and operating charges, over a 
50 year period by the imposition of 
“reasonable” tolls on ships and cargo. 
He wanted the Seaway authorities to be 
allowed to set the tolls “without har- 
assment,” with the thought that the 
level of tolls could be changed in a 
few years if found unworkable. 


Repeated assurances that the Seaway 
would be paid for by its users had been 
emphasized in all published hearings, 
and in floor debates in Congress, be- 
tween 1947 and 1954, he said. The Sea- 
way, he contended, could not be validly 
compared with conventional channel 
and harbor improvements where tolls 
were neither discussed, offered, nor 
sought. 


Status of ‘Controversy’ 


“The controversy over St. Lawrence 
Seaway tolls which reached somewhat 
bitter, emotional peaks several months 
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ago, seems to have abated,” Mr. Brockel 
continued, “I hope that this controversy 
has declined in heat and emotion from 
public recognition that the St. Lawrence 
Seaway authorities of the United States 
and Canada are dedicated to the prop- 
osition of having the Seaway accom- 
modate a maximum volume of traffic 
with tolls at a level which will offer 
reasonable incentive to shippers. There 
is obviously complete mutuality between 
the objective of having the Seaway 
render a maximum transportation serv- 
ice to shippers and carriers, and at the 
same time achieve the governmental 
Objective of self-liquidation through 
adequate revenues from tolls. 

“The men who head the St. Lawrence 
Seaway authorities of Canada and the 
United States are men of integrity and 


mature business experience. The Sea- 
way authorities would be the first to 
recognize that prohibitive tolls would 


discourage traffic utilization of the Sea- 
way, and would thus prevent realization 
of the objectives of both governments, 
to provide a self-liquidating navigation 
facility. Public asurances to this effect 
have been repeatedly given by both gov- 
ernments. Since the principle is obvious, 
and should have universal support, it is 
difficult to understand cries of alarm on 
this subject from prospective users of 
the Seaway and their spokesmen.” 

As to apprehensions expressed that 
high tolls might “price the Seaway out of 
business,” Mr. Brockel called attention to 
the “continuously rising levels of all 
transportation rates,” as well as com- 
modity prices. He maintained that in- 
fiation in construction costs would not 
affect the competitive position of the 
Seaway because of the “continued infla- 
tion” in other lines 

“If transportation through the Seaway 
will cost fractionally a bit more than was 
conceived five years ago,” he said, “so will 
transportation via rail, lake and ocean 
carriers cost appreciably more than it 
did five years ago 


Debate ‘Artificially Generated’ 


“T regard the debate over St. Law- 
rence Seaway tolls as artificially gener- 
ated, and as having created an unfortu- 
nate and quite unnecessary controversy. 
Also, to a considerable degree, I regard 
the entire discussion as academic. Toll 
rates might influence the movement of 
marginal, low-value commodities, under 
highly competitive conditions, although 
even here tolls may not be a decisive 
factor, in relation to the inherent trans- 
portation economies of the Seaway. 

“On cargoes of any substantial dollar 
value, tolls at any conceivable level] will 
be an insignificant factor.” 

The main problem, in the opinion of 
Mr. Broeckel, was not whether the Sea- 
way would be used, but how soon it would 
be necessary to duplicate the facilities of 
the Welland Canal, “and perhaps even 
the new Seaway locks,” to serve the 
transportation demands. 

“We are continuously in conference 
with steamship executives, industrialists, 
world traders, and other groups vitally 
interested in the present and future use 
of the Seaway route,” he said. “The 
subject of tolls is rarely mentioned, and 
does not seem to be an important factor 
in the minds of enterprises planning 
new services or new developments in the 
Great Lakes region. If there is apprehen- 
sion over the Seaway toll structure, it is 





apprehension which has been created and 
sown abroad for obvious reasons... 


Test Period Suggested 


“It is my personal position that the 
two governments should be permitted to 
complete their traffic studies and to 
formulate St. Lawrence Seaway tolls 
without further harassment or agitation. 
It is my further conviction that the 
present Seaway statute and its formulae 
for self-liquidation should be allowed a 
reasonable time to function, to complete 
the building of the Seaway, to place it 
in operation, and to test the initial effect 
of tolls for a few years. 


“I have personally urged that the initial 
toll schedules be regarded as experi- 
mental, to permit a testing period, to 
determine whether on the one hand the 
tolls offer reasonable incentive to cargo 
movement, and on the other hand, will 
reasonably achieve the congressional] re- 
quirement of self-liquidation. I am sure 
that the public interest and the transpor- 
tation needs of the area will best be 
served by this prescription.” 


‘Try’ for Liquidation Urged 

Mr. Behling also maintained that there 
Was no need to change the law without 
waiting some time to see whether the 
Seaway could become self-liquidating as 
now required. The answer to this ques- 
tion, he said, was that “we don’t know 
unless we try.” 

The proposal that existing provisions 
of the law for self-liquidation of Sea- 
way costs through tolls should be modi- 
fied, he said, was being made before the 
Seaway had even been completed, before 
any traffic had been moved through it, 
and before there had been any oppor- 
tunity to demonstrate whether self-liqui- 
dation of the costs was or was not pos- 
sible. 

“To contend now that coverage of the 
costs through tolls is not possible,” he 
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said, “is essentially a defeatist atti uc 
which is tantamount to an admission 
that the Seaway will turn out to b 
uneconomic facility for transportati 

“Certainly there is no good reason 
to relax the cost standards set fort): j 
the 1954 act. If actual experience <io¢ 
demonstrate that self-liquidation in 
cordance with those standards is an im- 
possibility, the only sound course wil! bx 
to maintain tolls that will, in relatio 
traffic volume, produce the maxi! 
revenues toward recovery of the cost 

“I ask you to note particularly that | 
did not say maximum tolls and I did not 
say maximum traffic; I said ‘maximum 
revenues,’ which, of course, means that 
combination of tolls and traffic volumes 
which will bring the greatest total vield 
This is the sound course with respect t 
any economic undertaking for which { 
recovery of costs proves to be impossi 
and it becomes a matter of making 
best of a bad job.” 


Mr. Behling maintained 
now to scuttle toll 
Seaway act could 
serving purpose to shift to taxpayer 
which the users of the Seawa 
should pay.” He suggested that it w 
be more appropriate to reconsider ths 
act for the purpose of providing for the 
recovery of “costs omitted.” These hs 


that effort 
provisions of the 
have “only a self- 


costs 


isted as costs of Great Lakes improve- 


ments, a share of joint costs now 


signed entirely to the “power phas« 


and a charge for “tax equivalents” on 


these facilities. 
“Addition of these cost elements,” he 


said, “would be consistent with the action 


recently initiated at the direction of the 


President by the director of the Bureau 
of the Budget, calling for a ‘positive pro- 
zram of user charges’ to assure ‘full cost 
recovery’ by the federal government fo 
federal services or products which con- 


vey special benefits to some recipients 


Members of ‘quiz panel’ at Seaway debote presented by Traffic Club of Chicago (left to right 


W. J. O’Brien, general attorney, Illinois Central Railroad; H. E. Spencer and J. S 


Burchmore 


transportation attorneys, of Chicago, and M. S. Keating, New York Central Railroad attorney 





Harold F. Hammond (standing), executive vice-president of Transportation Association of Americ 

serving as moderator during debate at Chicago on subject of Seaway tolls, comments on debx 

question while, seated at the table and awaiting their turns to speak, are the debaters (left 

right): Burton N. Behling, economist at the Association of American Railroads, Washington, D.C 

J. S. Chartrand, manager, transportation department, Chicago Board of Trade; H. C. Brock« 

municipal port director for Board of Harbor Commissioners of Milwaukee, and Maxim Cohe 
general manager of Chicago Regional Port District. 
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The St. Lawrence Seaway should be no 
‘ ytion to this sound policy, which 
to be extended rather than cur- 


U.S. Defense 


Cohen contended, however, that 
aw should be modified to make the 
Seaway a low-toll or toll-free facility. 
He viewed the Seaway as an important 
asset to national defense, which should 
be partly charged to the defense budget. 

He also asserted that there was “con- 

ierable Canadian agitation” against 
high tolls and that it would be unwise 

t to recognize Canadian ideas. 

Public opinion in Canada,” he said, 
must be considered. If their economy 
requires a free Seaway, they could very 
easily construct a new lock and have an 
all-Canadian Seaway. We must think 
sbout that in connection with this situ- 
ation 

Mr. Cohen took issue with the state- 
ments of Mr. Brockel to the effect that 

would not be a decisive factor in 
the volume of Seaway traffic since they 
would not outweigh inherent economies 
for high value cargoes. He maintained 
that bulk cargo must necessarily make 
up the biggest volume of the traffic an- 
ticipated and that, for example, ore 
movements from northern Canada would 
be controlled by the users. 

If they find tolls too high,” he said, 
they will turn to deepwater ports.” 

Mr. Cohen scored what he termed 
ambiguity of language” in the act deal- 
ing with navigational facilities. He main- 
tained that such facilities were “part and 
parcel” of Coast Guard operations and 
should be charged to that branch of 
federal services. He also suggested that 
the “element of recreation” should be 
considered, since 700,000 persons had 
visited the Seaway last year. 

“The act needs another look to see if 
a reasonable percentage of costs cannot 
be charged off here,” he said. 


Time Extension Asked 


Mr. Chartrand suggested extending the 
payoff time to 75 years because of the 
unforeseen increases in the cost of con- 
struction. He also wanted experimental 
tolls to start, with “special attention” to 
bulk movements of agricultural products. 


“During the early years of operation,” 
he said, “tolls must be such as to allow 
the Seaway to attain its full stature. If 
interim tolls on an experimental basis 
were assessed for five years, we would 
then know more about traffic patterns 
and could then settle down to a consid- 
eration of what the final tolls should 
be. It is not necessary to pay off the 
construction costs of the Seaway in 50 
equal installments. Because of increased 
costs over estimates, it might be wise 
to extend the payoff period to 75 years.” 

In rebuttal to the plea for an extension 
of the period of amortization, Mr. Behl- 
ing said that no one could prophesy so 
far ahead, and that therefore the only 
thing that could logically be done was to 
try to stick to the original law. He drew 
a round of laughter with the remark: 
‘Tf all of us in this room 50 years from 
now see it can’t be done, we can all rise 
up) and say, ‘give us another 10 years’.” 

As to asserted Canadian views that low 
tolls or no tolls were needed, Mr. Brockel 

arged that such views,emanated from 
s}ecial groups with special interests. 

Replying to a question as to, whether 

would favor special rates for railroads 
pwralleling the Seaway in the event tolls 
were held low or were suspended, Mr. 


Asset to 





Chartrand said he had always main- 
tained that the railroads should have a 
fair opportunity to meet competition. He 
drew the line, he said, only at “destruc- 
tive rate levels.” 

Referring to an assertion that the 
Seaway would be available for a navi- 
gational season of only eight months 
each year, and that this would detract 
from its value for national defense, Mr. 
Cohen said: 


“If we can use it for eight months 
it is a blessing and something we should 
do. It can afford us a place to build 
ships and not have to transport them 
to deep water knocked down, as we did 
during World War II. As to the four 
months when the Seaway is closed by 
weather, I cannot give you any formula 
of what to do. We must accept the 
Seaway for what it is.” 

In answer to another question on 
competitive rail rates, Mr. Chartrand 
suggested it might be necessary to ex- 
pand thinking along the lines of seasonal 
application, with different sets of rates 
for when the Seaway was or was not 
open to navigation. 

Asked what he would consider as a 
reasonable time to test experimental 


tolls, Mr. Brockel suggested a period of 
five to 10 years. 


The panel discussion was sponsored 
by the educational committee of the 
Traffic Club of Chicago. Arnold J. 


Larson, general traffic manager of the 
Masonite Corp., is chairman of the com- 
mittee. 


O’Melia Appointed to Head 
C.A.B. Air Operations Unit 


Chairman James R. Durfee, of the 
Civil Aeronautics Board, has announced 
that the board has approved his appoint- 
ment of Richard J. O’Melia as chief of 
the international division of the Bureau 
of Air Operations, succeeding Joseph 
P. Watson, who recently was appointed 
director (international) of the bureau. 

Also, Mr. Durfee announced the ap- 
pointment of Eli Stevens as a top aide 
to Mr. O’Melia. 


Mr. O’Melia joined the board last July 
as a special assistant to the general coun- 
sel, having served as both general coun- 
sel and minority counsel to the Senate 
government operations committee since 
1953. From 1950 to 1953 he was assistant 
city attorney for Milwaukee. 

Mr. Stevens had been political military 
adviser to the Assistant Secretary of 
State for Near Eastern, African and 
South Asian Affairs since 1955. He was 
with the Department of State from 1949 
to 1951 as military adviser for the For- 
eign Military Assistance Program. 


In World War ITI he was a colonel and 
was with General Eisenhower’s staff as 
plans and operations officer. He partici- 
pated in formulating plans for the inva- 
sion of Normandy and he headed the 
planning staff for the invasion of Africa. 
He was chief of transportation of the 
Mission of France and assisted in the 
rehabilitation of railways, airports, in- 
land waterways and ports. 


Van Line Sets Revenue Record 


The highest fourth-quarter revenue in 
its history, $8,322,892, was recorded by 
North American Van Lines, Inc., in the 
quarter ended December 31, it has been 
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announced by the company president, 
James D. Edgett. He said the figure com- 
pared with the total of $7,511,048 in the 
same three months of 1956. 


N.Y.C. Votes Not to Issue 
A First-Quarter Dividend 


The New York Central Railroad Co. 
announced that on January 20 its board 
decided not to declare a first-quarter 
dividend this year. The board met at 
Palm Beach, Fla., the N.Y.C. said, add- 
ing: 

“The board stated that in view of the 
currently depressed national economy 
which, together with long-standing in- 
dustry problems, has led to a virtual 
crisis for the railroads, it would be im- 
prudent to take dividend action at this 
time, despite the company’s cash posi- 
tion which, through operating efficien- 
cies, remains exceptionally strong when 
considered against a background of de- 
clining business volume. 

“The board emphasized, however, that 
this first-quarter decision did not neces- 
sarily mean a departure from its policy 
of a $2 or better in value dividend rate 
per annum—a policy instituted in 1955 
for the first time in 24 years. Develop- 
ing national and regional economic con- 
ditions in 1958—particularly as reflected 
in carloadings — must be carefully 
weighed as dividend policy is imple- 
mented throughout the remainder of 
this year, the board said.” 


Canon of Ethics Drawn Up 
For Members of S.1.P.M.H.E. 


The first canon of ethics ever drawn 
up to guide professional engineers in the 
field of packaging and materials han- 
dling has been approved by the 
constitution and by-laws committee of 
the Society of Industrial Packaging and 
Materials Handling Engineers, the so- 
ciety has announced, saying that the 
canon will be submited to its chapters 
for ratification as the organization’s code. 

The 18-section document, according to 
the society, covers “professional life,” 
“relations with the public” and “relations 
with clients and employers.” 


Kansas Turnpike Discount 


The Kansas Turnpike Authority on 
January 1 put into effect a volume dis- 
count for commercial vehicles using the 
turnpike monthly “charge plate” plan. 


The K.T.A. said that the plan, ex- 
pected to boost commercial traffic on 
the turnpike, provided a 3 per cent dis- 
count on credit business between $500 
and $1,000 monthly; 5 per cent between 
$1,000 and $2,000, and 10 per cent on 
more than $2,000. 


U.P. Wins Management Award 


The Union Pacific Railroad has an- 
nounced that it again has been awarded 
a “certificate of management excellency” 
by the American Institute of Manage- 
ment in a release of ratings for 1958. 
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The UP. said the award was granted 
on the basis of a comparative study of 


managements, the study including cor- 


porate structure, economic function, 
health of earnings, service to shareown- 
ers, research and development, directo- 
rate analysis, fiscal policies, production 
efficiency, sales vigor and executive eval- 
uation. 


Transport Coordination Viewed by Official 
Of Ryder System as a ‘Must’ for Progress 


A. E. Greene, Jr., Vice-President in Charge of Ryder’s Division of 


Common Carriage, Urges Regulated Modes of Transport to Bury Hatchet 
And ‘Get On’ With Giving Shipper ‘the Kind of Service He Demands.’ 


A. E. Greene, Jr., vice-president in 
charge of common carrier operations 
of the Ryder System, said in a speech 
in Miami, Fla., January 15, that 
“coordination of trucks, trains, 
planes and ships” had become “a 
‘must’ for continued progress” and 
asserted that “it is long past time for 
the nation’s regulated transportation 
industry to bury the hatchet 
and get on with giving the American 
shipper the kind of service he de- 
mands—and will have.” 


Addressing the Traffic Club of Miami, 
Mr. Greene noted that a subcommittee 
of Senate interstate and foreign com- 
merce committee, with Senator Smathers, 
of Florida, as subcommittee chairman, 
was looking into “the deteriorating rail- 
road situation and its effect on the 
national transportation picture.” 


“TIT am not here to discuss the ills of 
the railroads,” Mr. Greene, said. “I would 
not, even if I were qualified to do so. 
Neither am I here to attack the railroads. 
I feel, and my company, the Ryder Sys- 
tem, feels with me, that it is long past 
time for the nation’s regulated transpor- 
tation industry to bury the hatchet and 
its prejudices and get on with giving 
the American shipper the kind of serv- 
ice he demands—and will have. 


Ryder Operations Described 


“Perhaps you know that the Ryder 
System, which is a national trucking 
organization specializing in motor com- 
mon carriage and truck leasing, started 
here in Miami almost 25 years ago. Many 
of you know your fellow Miamian. Jim 
Ryder, the president of Ryder System. 
Since 1955 the Ryder System has been 
a publicly-owned company with about 
3,000 stockholders. 

“The System now operates more than 
10,000 vehicles in more than half the 
states of the country... . It is antici- 
pated that the common carriage and 
leasing divisions had gross revenues of 
about $45.7 million in 1957. The com- 
mon carriage division presently is com- 
posed of Great Southern Trucking Co. 
(which serves Miami), TS.C. Motor 
Freight Lines, of Houston, Tex., and 
Ryder Tank Line, a carrier of bulk 
liquids, of Greensboro, N.C. The di- 
vision also operates under temporary au- 
thority ... the Emmott-Valley Trans- 
portation Co. which serves the New 
York-New England area. Ryder System 
has pending before the I.C.C. applica- 
tions to acquire two more carriers— 
Cooper Motor Line, of Greenville, S.C., 





an irregular route carrier, and Loo-Mac 
Freight Lines, of Memphis, Tenn. 

“We of Ryder System are truckers 
through and through, but we know that 
traffic does not ‘belong’ to any one of 
the modes of transportation—not to the 
rails, not to the ship or barge or air- 
lines. Traffic belongs wherever the ship- 
per entrusts it. And the users of trans- 
portation today need and will use any 
and all modes of transportation. 

“This public need for all methods of 
transportation stands as a guide-post 
for the national transportation policy. 
It shows the way toward the more ef- 
ficient use of the existing transportation 
plant, with great ultimate benefit to the 
shipper and carrier alike. The road 
ahead may not be an easy road but in 
my opinion it is the only road. I am re- 
ferring, of course, to the achievement of 
much greater coordination of service. 


‘War’ in Transport ‘Senseless’ 


“It never has made sense for mem- 
bers of the regulated transportation in- 
dustry to engage in civil war. It was 
never more senseless than now. It is 
axiomatic that a sound public transport 
system is the keystone, not only of the 
commerce and industry of the nation, 
but of our national defense. And yet, 
at a time when the security of the na- 
tion is signally threatened, we find seg- 
ments of transportation quarreling bit- 
terly with other segments. 

“This civil warfare is dangerously fool- 
ish for more reasons than one. While the 
regulated industry fights with itself, 
more and more freight moves by private 
and unregulated carriage, to the extent 
that the health of our public transporta- 
tion system is seriously endangered. 

“When I speak out for ever greater 
coordination of the service of every mode 
of transport I am not by any means ad- 
vocating the creation of ‘transportation 
companies’—companies that would own 
and operate the business of transporta- 
tion. 

“On that subject I am in complete ac- 
cord with Commissioner Laurence K. 
Walrath ... who recently expressed the 
view that ‘we are more than 100 years 
too late to try integration of services 
into one system, unless we are prepared 
to eliminate all duplication of service 
within the respective modes of transport 
as well as between them.’ 

“No, definitely I do not buy .. . the 
idea that we must, in desperation, turn 
to ‘department stores of transportation’ 
to cure our problems. 

“There has arisen a clamor lately to 
by-pass the national transportation pol- 
icy, amend the interstate commerce act, 
and, in short, let one of the older modes 
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of transport own and operate all p» oli 
transport. That idea is as out of (at 
as the horse and buggy. It is comple ‘ely 
foreign to present-day thinking in thi 
country. 


No Subordination for Trucks 

“The time certainly is long past, jf 
there ever was such a time, when or 
mode of transportation should monopo- 
lize the industry. Now the law as wel! 
as the nature of today’s transportation 
plant discourage such a thing. The 
thriving and bustling motor carrier in- 
dustry is here to stay. It is a concret 
example of the response of initiative an 
enterprise to public demand. It will not 
accept a subordinate role in the trans- 
portation picture. 

“It will, however, take a leading part 
in bringing about the sort of coordina- 
tion described by former Chairman Owen 
Clarke, of the ICC. in a _ recent 
address... .” 

Here Mr. Greene quoted a statement 
by Mr. Clarke that “too little” had been 
done along the line of “integration of 
service, not common ownership,” of car- 
riers of different modes. Mr. Greene said 
that the Ryder System subscribed whole- 
heartedly to that sort of coordination 
“the sort that will ripen into full part- 
nership when the members of the trans- 
portation family end their feud and 
join together to furnish the shipping 
public a system of transport unlike any- 
thing yet seen.” 

“In the past year,” he continued, “the 
common carriage of Ryder System has 
taken some giant steps to coordinate its 
trucking operations with the rails and 
the cargo airlines. Its largest carrier 
Great Southern, pioneered piggyback 
service in the Southeast. The Florida 
East Coast Railway has been carrying 
our loaded trailers between Miami and 
Jacksonville since June of last year 

“Our motor carriers are interchanging 
freight with various airlines at several 
points on our system. And you may have 
heard of Ryder System’s recent experi- 
ments with sea-land cargo service be- 
tween Florida ports and Puerto Rico 


More Emphasis on Coordination 


“That is only the beginning, however 
The months ahead will find my company 
—along with many other carriers, you 
can be sure—devoting much energy and 
thought to furthering the coordination 
of trucks, trains, planes and ships, to 
move the freight ever more efficiently 
and economically. The steps toward bet- 
ter coordination already taken by the 
Ryder System and other companies are 
but the first necessary to traverse the 
highway of unexcelled freight service 
that stretches ahead. 

“The coordination which I envision 
already has become a dynamic force 
in transportation. It has become a ‘must’ 
for continued progress. As a matter of 
fact, coordination, in addition to provid- 
ing better service, preserves transporta- 
tion. Waste is an unnecessary cost added 
to the transportation burden and we 
cannot continue to waste transportation 
and expect the system to remain in good 
health. 


“These truths apply not only between 
the various modes of transportation, but 
within each mode itself. Duplicate fa- 
cilities are a luxury the transportation 
industry no longer can afford. 


“T am sure that today’s railroad man- 
agement knows this as well as do we 
members of trucking management. |! 
know both are taking steps toward re- 
ducing the terrible burden of fixed over- 
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d charges now being borne. Certainly 

my industry and in the common car- 

re division of Ryder System, existing 

ilities are being used more profitably 
ever before. 

‘Studies’ and ‘Soul-Searching’ 
Frank cost studies will result even- 
illy in the elimination or at least the 
juction of unprofitable operations. 

ferger and consolidation studies 
iphasize the soul-searching with which 
transport management is approaching 
e problem... 
I hope that our transportation prob- 
ms will be solved without excessive 
yvernmental regulation and without 
arving up our national transportation 
licy to the particular taste of any one 
form of transportation. 
I believe that we will be able to find 





some old-fashioned answers to our prob- 
lems with some new-fashioned think- 
ing. I hope that truck lines, railroads, 
airlines and shipping companies will be 
permitted to apply that kind of think- 
ing and continue a healthy competition 
for the shippers’ business, unhampered 
by any more governmental regulation 
than is necessary in the public inter- 
est 

“We all should understand this: The 
public will not be damned. It is going 
to get the kind of transportation service 
it wants. And we transportation special- 
ists must streamline our methods, give 
better service, do a better job of selling, 
and integrate and coordinate our serv- 
ices, wherever possible, to give the best 
in service. It is along that road we will 
solve most of our problems, I am con- 
vinced.” 


Bekins Develops New, More Efficient 
Method of Moving Household Furnishings 


Development of a new system of mov- 
ing and storing household furnishings, 
described as one which “cuts in half the 
more than 600 handlings required during 
conventional moving, storing and deliv- 
ery of the household furnishings of an 
average five-room house, has been an- 
nounced by Daniel P. Bryant, of Bekins 
Van & Storage Co., Los Angeles. 


Most items, including easily-scratched, 
polished furniture, are now handled in- 
dividually only twice instead of six times, 
minimizing chances of damage,” says 
Mr. Bryant. “The hours-long job of un- 
loading furniture vans has been reduced 
to less than 15 minutes. Paperwork is 
streamlined. 

“Bekins’ engineers integrated and 
changed warehouse design, van body 
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Warehouse is coded according to space in row required for each stack of pallet boxes. 
photograph Amos Shipley, warehouse foreman, is removing boxes numbered 73 and 168, both 


design, truck cab type, container de- 
sign and materials handling methods in 
achieving these advantages. The new 
system has been field-tested for nearly 
a year now.” 

The essence of the system, according 
to the announcement, is the use of a 
pallet box, engineered by the Bekins in- 
dustrial packaging division for optimum 
space utilization of vans and ware- 
houses. In designing the pallet box, 
Bekins engineers took advantage of a 
new invention for container closure— 
Klimp fasteners. Repeated and rapid 
assembly and disassembly of the pallet 
box is made possible by these fasteners, 
says Mr. Bryant, adding: 

“The pallet box is 7 ft. by 7 ft. by 5 
ft. and is assembled from quarter-inch 





of which contain household goods belonging to lot 76, from location 20. 


In this 
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Davenports and armchairs are stored separately 

from the goods in pallet boxes. The specially- 

designed, wood-framed fibreboard boxes, which 

can be stacked 4 feet high, are not removed 

from the warehouse. Davenports and armchairs 

are blanketed and transported in a special 
cab compartment. 





Each pallet box is mounted in the van on a 

tracked metal skid designed by Bekins engi- 

neers. Bekins officials say that ‘one-finger’ 

power is all that is needed to move the boxes 
up and down the van. 


plywood panels with 1-by-4-inch cleats. 
With Klimp fasteners, about five minutes 
is needed to assemble a box; even less 
time is required for disassembly. Thus, 
empty boxes can be warehoused as 
knocked-down panels. Panels and skid- 
ded bottoms for 100 boxes require about 
3,500 cubic feet of warehouse space. If 
empty boxes had to be stored assembled, 
over six times the warehouse space— 
about 25,000 cubic feet per 100 boxes— 
would be required. 


“As household goods are removed from 
a home, they are packed into assembled 
boxes on the van. Heavy ticking and 
quilted furniture pads are used as re- 
quired to protect furnishings. Mattresses 
and box springs are slipped into paper 
sacks. On the average three pallet boxes 
will hold the furnishings from five 
rooms . Each box is mounted on a 
metal skid that runs on tracks on the 
van floor. Fully loaded boxes can be 
moved up and down the van with ‘one- 
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finger’ power. An electric jack 
of 4,800-pound capacity is used 
warehouse. 

“Davenports, arm-chairs, pianos and 
rugs are blanketed and loaded into a 
special compartment attached to the cab. 
These items are stored separately in the 
warehouse. Rugs are rolled in paper and 
hung like cocoons. Davenports are ware- 
housed in wood-framed fiberboard car- 
tons which come in two siz2s : 


stacker 
in the 


Wagner Electric Continues 
Backing of ATA Foundation 


The American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., has announced that for the second 
consecutive year the Wagner Electric 
Corp., St. Louis, has appropriated $25,000 
for publicity in support of the programs 
of the ATA Foundation, the research, 
education and public information organi- 
zation for supplier cooperation with the 
trucking industry 

The A.T.A. said the sum would be used 
to continue the series of advertisements 
currently appearing in a weekly news 
magazine. The theme of the series is 
the trucking industry’s safety programs, 
regulations and safety record, according 
to the A.T.A 


‘Traffic Bulletin’ Includes 
M.M.C.B. Rate Proposals 


To the list of motor carrier rate bu- 
reaus the dockets of which are published 
in Traffic Bulletin has been added the 
Midwest Motor Carriers Bureau. of Okla- 
homa City, Okla 

Information about two “emergency 
docket bulletins” (No. 329, household 
goods, and No. 327, tractors and related 
parts) was set forth in the material 
which marked the “debut” of the Mid- 
west Motor Carriers Bureau in the 
January 18, 1958, issue of Traffic Bul- 
letin. 


N.J.M.T.A. Convention Changed 


The fourth annual convention of the 
New Jersey Motor Truck Association, 
originally scheduled for April 25, 26 and 
27, has been changed to April 18, 19, and 
20 at the suggestion of many members, 
the organization has announced. The 
convention will be in the Hotel Berkeley- 
Carteret, Asbury Park, N.J. 


Ohio Shipper-Motor Meeting 


Everett H. Krueger, Jr., chairman of 
the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, 
will be the guest speaker at the next 
regular meeting of the Ohio Shipper- 
Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., to be 
held January 29 in the Deshler Hilton 
hotel, Columbus, O. The conference said 
Mr. Krueger would discuss the commis- 
sion’s functions and services to shippers 
and motor carriers. 


N.T.T.C. Convention Scheduled 


The tenth annual convention of the 
National Tank Truck Carriers, Inc., a 
conference of the American Trucking As- 


sociations, Inc., has been set for April 27 
through May 2 at the Boca Raton hotel 
and club, Boca Raton, Fla., it has been 
announced by the organization's presi- 
dent, Frank L. Grimm, president of 
O’Boyle Tank Lines, Washington, D.C 


Airlines Claim ‘57 Lead 


In Passenger Operations 


Scheduled airlines of the United States 
operated more intercity passenger miles 
in 1957 than did the railroads, accord- 
ing to year-end figures compiled by the 
Air Transport Association of America. 


The A. T. A. of A. reported that with 
the first eight months of last year ac- 
tual and the last four estimated, its 
figures showed that the airlines flew a 
total of 25 billion passenger miles in 
scheduled service, compared with about 
22 million passenger miles run by the 
railroads, excluding commutation. 


The association pointed out that the 
figures did not include charter opera- 
tions 


Tax Ruling Made by L.R.S. 
On Log-Carrying Operation 


A logging contractor, in performing 
a complete logging operation, including 
transportation of the logs from the tim- 
ber tract to a millpond, sawmill or other 
designated place, is not a “person en- 
gaged in the business of transporting 
property for hire” within the meaning 
of section 4272(a) of the internal reve- 
nue code of 1954, it has been ruled by 
the Internal Revenue Service. 


Therefore, said the I.R.S. in Rev. Rul. 
58-6, published in the January 6 issue 
of the Internal Revenue Bulletin, pay- 
ments for a complete logging operation 
are not subject to the tax on transpor- 
tation of property. 


“However,” the I.R.S. added, “a person 
who, as an independent contractor, con- 
tracts only for loading the logs and haul- 
ing them to a designated place is a 
‘person engaged in the business of trans- 
porting property for hire’ and payments 
for such loading and hauling are subject 
to the tax on transportation of property.” 


Dayton Trucking Association 
Installs Officers for 1958 


Robert H. Magoto, sales representative 
in Dayton; O., for Interstate Motor 
Freight System, was installed as presi- 
dent of the Dayton Motor Freight Car- 
riers Association at the group’s annual 
installation dinner, the night of January 
14, his company reported. He succeeds 
Henry F. Hobein, of Middle States Motor 
Freight Co., as president of the associa- 
tion. 


Other 1958 officers include: Don Hal- 
loran, of George F. Alger Co., first vice- 
president; J. G. Stewart, of Arkansas- 
Best Freight System, second vice-presi- 
dent; Gene North, of Viking Freight Co.., 
secretary, and Don Husman, of Husman 
Express Co., treasurer. Milton E. Harris, 
president of the Pennsylvania Motor 
Truck Association and of Continental 
Transportation Lines, was guest speaker 
at the dinner. 


TRAFFIC Wor p 


C.1.T.L. Protests Export, 
Import Rate Hike; Told 
X-212 Tariff May Be Delayed 


Canadian railroad officials say the 
are indications that the effective date 
of the United States railroads’ taril! 
of selective increases, X-212, no 
scheduled to become effective Febru- 
ary 1, “will likely be postponed.” 


The statement was made in a tele 
gram sent by the railroad officials to 
R. Eric Gracey, general secretary of the 
Canadian Industrial Traffic League, who 
had protested, on behalf of the league, 
an increase of 10 cents per 100 pounds 
or $2 per ton, net or gross as rated, on 
export, import, coastwise and intercoastal 
freight to be in addition to all other 
increases provided in the tariff. The 
league protested the item as a “double 
increase” because the tariff “already pro- 
vides selective increases of general ap- 
plication.” 

The telegram was in reply to one 
sent by the league to M. A. Metcalf, vice- 
president—traffic, Canadian National 
Railways, and G. F. Buckingham, vice- 
president—traffic, Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Co., asking non-application of item 
220 in the X-212 tariff between points 
in Canada and Canadian ports. That 
item provides the protested increase 

A copy of the league’s telegram was 
also sent to Gordon Churchill, minister 
of the Canadian Department of Trade 
and Commerce, at Ottawa, Ont. 

The telegram sent by the league to 
Messrs. Metcalf and Buckingham was 
worded as follows: 

“Please refer to tariff X-212. The Ca- 
nadian Industrial Traffic League, Inc., 
respectfully requests non-application of 
this item between points in Canada and 
Canadian ports for the following reasons: 

“Tariff X-212 already provides selective 
increases of general application and item 
220 is therefore a double increase. 

“Tariff X-212 is the result of United 
States carrier action and is particularly 
adaptable to United States conditions 
The United States conditions are dissim- 
ilar to those in Canada. 

“If item 220 is applied through Cana- 
dian ports we anticipate substantial di- 
version of traffic to competing carriers. 

“Item 220 will have seriously detri- 
mental effect on Canada’s foreign trade 
which is a very important factor in Can- 
ada’s economy. 

“Please advise early as possible what 
action you decide to take. 

“In view of this situation we are send- 
ing a copy of this telegram to the Hon- 
ourable Gordon Churchill, minister, the 
Department of Trade and Commerce, Ot- 
tawa.” 

The league reported that the following 
telegraphic reply was received from 
Messrs. Metcalf and Buckingham: 

“Your telegram fourteenth re item 220 
tariff 212. Indications are effective date 
will likely be postponed. Have matter in 
hand chairman, Traffic Executive Asso- 
ciation, New York, and will advise fur- 
ther as soon as possible.” 

E. V. Hill is chairman of the Traffic 
Executive Association—Eastern Rail- 
roads. 


Record for Pullman Safety 


For the sixth straight year—setting a 
new record—passenger travel in Pullman 
railroad cars has been without a fa- 
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y, it has been reported by the Asso- 
ion of American Railroads. The as- 
ation said that since November 12, 

almost 45 billion passenger-miles 
been traveled by 73 million passen- 
without a fatality 


Five Judges Are Selected 
For ATA Foundation Contest 


rhe five judges in the Great Dane 
Trailer-ATA Foundation contest to rec- 

nize and reward effective trucking 

mpany public relations programs have 
been chosen, according to Walter F 
Carey, chairman of the foundation. 

They are Dr. Raymond W. Miller, pres- 
ident of Public Relations, Research As- 
sociates, Inc.; Ludwig Caminita, Jr., a 
partner in Caminita & Sessions; John 
W. Gibbons, director of the publications 
division of the Automotive Safety Foun- 
dation; Earl B. Steele, manager of the 
new information department of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States, and Glenn B. Sandberg, execu- 
tive vice-president of the American So- 
iety of Association Executives. 

The contest offers $3,300 in prizes for 
public relations projects or programs be- 
un in 1957 and is open to any carrier in 
the motor freight industry, according to 
Mr. Carey. Entries, he said, must be sent 
to the foundation, 1424 Sixteenth street, 
N.W., Washington 6, D.C., no later than 
January 31 


Houston Groups ‘Organize’ 
For ‘Transportation Week’ 


Maurice Matthews, traffic manager of 
the Continental Oil Co. and first vice- 
president of the Traffic Club of Houston 
has been named chairman of a 1958 
National Transportation Week steering 
committee, composed of representatives 
from various transportation groups at 
Houston 

Co-chairman with Mr. Matthews is 
Miss Dorothy Emmell, of the Wald Trans- 
fer & Storage Co., and a representative 
f the Women’s Traffic Club of Houston 
Included on the committee are members 

the local chapter of the Delta Nu 
Alpha Transportation Fraternity, Pro- 
peller Club, Houston Chamber of Com- 
merce, Houston Freight Carriers Asso- 
ciation, Oil Field Haulers Association, 
Railway Business Women, Passenger 
Club, and the Houston Airlines Associa- 
tion 

Events planned for the week include 
hn essay contest for high school students, 

poster contest for elementary, junior 
igh school and high school studens, and 

‘Miss Transportation” contest 


N.Y.C. Plans Consolidation 


Of Two Passenger Trains 


The New York Central Railroad has 
nnounced that the “Empire State Ex- 
ress” and “DeWitt Clinton,” daily coach 
rains between New York and Buffalo, 
ill be consolidated February 16 due to 
continuing decline in passengers. The 
ew “Empire State Express” will make 
he stops of both trains, New York to 
suffalo and Buffalo to Albany, the 
v.Y.C. said, while the “DeWitt Clinton” 
ill continue to operate Albany to New 
York. 






Ernest C. Nickerson, vice-president— 
passenger sales and service, said that 
patronage of the Central’s New York 
state passenger trains had dropped 
sharply in the last two years since the 
opening of the New York State Thruway, 
which paralleled the railroad’s main line 
through the state. 


“As an example, the number of pas- 
sengers on the Empire State Express has 
declined almost 12 per cent since Sep- 
tember, 1955, when the Tappan Zee 
Thruway Bridge over the Hudson was 
opened. Patronage of the DeWitt Clinton 
has fallen sharply in the same period,” 
Mr. Nickerson said. 


“With a passenger deficit that totaled 
more than $50,000,000 last year, we must 
reduce our services in these areas in 
which the public has deserted us for 
other forms of transportation or their 
automobiles. .. . Our slim freight profits 
are no longer capable of sustaining this 
mounting deficit. ; 


North Carolina Truck Lines 
Announce Plans for Merger 


Johnson Motor Lines, Inc., of Char- 
lotte, N.C., and Atlantic States Motor 
Lines, Inc., of High Point, N.C., have 
announced that the directors of the 
former and the stockholders of the latter 
have reached an agreement by which 
Johnson would acquire all stock of At- 
lantic States, subject to approval of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 


The combined operations would result 
in a fleet of more than 1,000 pieces of 
equipment and a staff of more than 1,200, 
said M. E. Sheahan, president of John- 
son, and J. M. Brinson, president of At- 
lantic States, in making the announce- 
ment. 


Under terms of the agreement, they 
said, Johnson would assume operations 
of the other company, and, on granting 
of final approval, Johnson would be per- 
mitted to acquire all stock of Atlantic 
States. 

Johnson is limited to textile shipping 
from north to south, and carries general 
commodities north to south, and Atlantic 
States has general commodity authority, 
according to the announcement 


Central Freight Claim Men 
To Meet March 20 and 21 


March 20 and 21 have been set by the 
Central Freight Claim Conference as 
the dates of its spring meeting, to be 
held in the Morton House, Grand Rap- 
ids, Mich. It will be held in conjunction 
with a meeting of the Michigan Freight 
Claim Association. 


There will be a number of speakers 
and two panels, according to the con- 
ference. One panel, on claim prevention, 
will have, as its chairman, Bruce Young, 
of Haeckl’s Express, Inc. The chairman 
of a panel on claim liability will be E. J. 
Freemuth, of the Spector-Mid States 
System. 

Among the speakers will be John M. 
Miller, executive secretary of the Na- 
tional Freight Claim Council of the 
American Trucking Associations, Inc.; 
J. H. Fles, executive vice-president of As- 
sociated Truck Lines, Inc. William So- 
lak, of the Midwest Freight Forwarding 
Co.; Jerry Weiner, of the Cromwell Paper 
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Co., and J. N. Strickler, manager of the 
Inspection and Weighing Bureau of the 
Central Motor Freight Association. 


Non-Profit Shipping Group 
Will Hold Annual Meeting 


The National Conference of Non- 
Profit Shipping Associations, Inc., will 
hold its second annual meeting at the 
Mayflower hotel in Washington, D.C., on 
Thursday, February 27. 

The conference is a national organi- 
zation of non-profit shipping associations 
engaged in the consolidation of freight 
exclusively for their own members. 

C. B. Culpeper, general manager of 
the Atlanta Freight Bureau, and presi- 
dent of the conference, will preside at 
the annual meeting. 


A feature of the meeting will be the 
annual banquet at which Fred Carpi, of 
Philadelphia, vice-president, freight sales 
and services, of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road, will speak. Guests of honor will 
include a number of senators and repre- 
sentatives, I.C.C. commissioners, cabinet 
officers and other government officials, 
the conference says. 


Raritan Groups Schedule 
‘Transport Day’ Feb. 11 


The first annual “Transportation Day” 
of the Greater Raritan Valley (NJ.), 
area has been set for February 11 at 
New Brunswick by six cooperating ship- 
per and carrier organizations—the 
Greater New Brunswick Chamber of 
Commerce, the Raritan Traffic Club, the 
Central New Jersey Chapter of the Delta 
Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, the 
New Jersey Motor Truck Association, the 
Associated Railroads of New Jersey and 
the New Jersey Airlines Association. 

The program will open with a lunch- 
eon sponsored by the transportation 
committee of the chamber. The need for 
another trans-Hudson River vehicular 
tunnel and a third tube for the Holland 
tunnel will be discussed by State Sena- 
tor John A. Lynch. The luncheon will 
be in the Roger Smith hotel, as will all 
sessions. 

In the afternoon, representatives of 
shippers and carriers will discuss, in a 
forum, the topics of scheduling pickups 
and deliveries, establishment of trans- 
port clearings for centralized freight 
payments, expediting the tracing and re- 
porting of shipment handling, and pack- 
ing and marking for safe and efficient 
shipping. 

After the regular informal dinner meet- 
ing that night of the Raritan Traffic 
Club, four transportation officials will 
make up a panel to discuss “What Can 
We Do About Metropolitan Transit? ” 

Panelists will be Edward J. O’Mara, co- 
chairman for New Jersey of the Metro- 
politan Rapid Transit Commission; 
Walter W. Patchell, vice-president—re- 
search and development of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad; Herman T. Stickman, 
president of the Hudson & Manhattan 
Railroad Co., and Robert L. Banks, part- 
ner in Saunders, Banks & Co., a trans- 
portation consultant firm. The moderator 
will be Walter K. Cabot, general traffic 
manager of Johnson and Johnson. 
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Interstate Commerce 
Commission News 


Truck Rights Approved, Case Published Rates Held Applicable at Time 


Held Open on Fitness Issue ‘ 
Public tania and necessity has When Court Suspended Effectiveness 


been found by the Commission, division 












1, to require common carrier truck Failure by Carriers to Cancel or Postpone Reduced Petroleum Rates 
transportation of food commodities in . . 

vehicles equipped with mechanical re- In Northwest, by Tariff Action, After Court Order Barred Use of Them, 
frigeration, by Colonial Refrigerated . . 
Seiemertetion ine. of Wieninghem. Left Such Rates as the Only Ones Legally Applicable, |.C.C. Finds. 
Ala., but the proceeding involving the 

latter’s application has been held open Reduced railroad rates on petro- sought reparation in the amount 
for further consideration of the appli- leum products in the northwest $28,193.45, with interest 







cant’s fitness 


which a federal court has ordered In view of its findings under the issu 


held in abeyance but which remained = applicability, said division 2, th 
: iegations of unjustness and unreason- 





A report and order were issued in MC- 
115841, Sub. 8, Colonial Refrigerated 














Transportation, Inc. Extension—Dela- “published” at the Commission dur- _ ableness would not be considered 
ware ing the life of the court order, in the — 

The division found that public con- absence of tariff action by the car- “In January. 1953.” the divisior 
venience and necessity required the riers, were the applicable rates on the defendants and other rail carri 
transportation by Colonial of the follow- 


; shipments that moved during that operating in the northwest undertook t 
ing 1) Frozen foods, from Houston , 7 make widespread reductions in their rate 
Dover, and Bridgeville, Del., Landover period, according to a decision by the st _— ms = 7 


‘ : Nita : Commission. division 2 on petroleum products from numer 
Baltimore, and Pocomoke City, Md., and awe, , - points of origin in that territory, includ- 
















- and Torfo] Te . . 1 . 

Exmore and oor pase — = Because a court order had required the ing East Billings, to destination 
ae ane ee and (2) fresh reduced rates to be held in abeyance, the Washington, Idaho, and the surroundin 
seafood, frozen or unfrozen, from Balti- carriers did not take steps either to can-__ states, because of competition from othe 
more to points in Texas and Oklahoma, ] 





: cel the reduced rates or to postpone their forms of transportation 
over irreguiar routes 








“The reduced rates were suspended 






ne annirant’e ¢ ec le livision , 

Tne applicants Hiness, the divis _— order of this Commission until August 
soi aA hee } ne ; a . =e 
said, had been challenged in MC-104819 woeooevooooooooo oo ooooeee2e 9 1968, and later their effectiveness was 
Sub. 94, C. E. McBride Extension—Foods 








: postponed by voluntary action of the 

Requiring Refrigeration, renumbered and DECISIONS defendants until December 9. 1953. In a 
entitlicaA 7 ~ 5} io = 4 

reentitied MC-115841, Sub. 4, Colonial decision of November 25, 1953, division 2 

Refrigerated Transportation, Inc., Ex- eeoeeseseseccseseseeeeceseveees found the proposed reduced rates just 


tension—Foods Requiring Refrigeration and reasonable, and the intended effect of 


ee ee = 8 a effectiveness They contended such action oo a an to ae tne = ' 
the circumstances, the division said. “it would render the court order moot and ; - as 9 “1953 See Petr su at YN tl 
would be inappronvriate to make a finding collected charges based on the higher aaa Co: st Territory. 291 1 Cc. "101. 
of fitness here.” The case was held open es, COSEENS OF Ean Seven ~ aman . ceil rs ti n the de ‘ision of di- 
for further consideration on the fitness However, in its report on a formal com- / po rg _ , € 2 ion a ss - : - 

plaint assailing as inapplicable the higher Vision 2 was affirmed by the entire Com 


issue after the proceeding in MC-115841 ; 1 19, 195 292 I.C.C 
‘ ne | 2 , “ates collecte y the carriers. division 2 mission on April 19, 1954, in 292 
Sub. 4, had been determined. rates collected by th . 
































said that the tariffs in which the re- 317, upon findings that the reduced rate 

Not Limited to L.T.L. duced rates were published provided, un- Were reasonably compensatory and in 

der the statute, the only legally-appli- harmony with the national transportation 

The division said it concluded that cable rates which could be applied on the Policy of developing, coordinating, an 
“although, as exceptants indicate, the complainant's shipments during the pe- preserving a national transportation sy 
evidence pertains to a substantial ex- riog of movement. tem by water, highway, and rail, as wel 


tent to shippers’ need for the transpor- . 

tation of san-theete-temahiend aeenmata, The Fepors oe wr0. satel, Carter eS 
the imposition upon the service found to Co. v. Great Northern Railway Co., et al 
be required of a restriction limiting such The division found that the rates 
service to the handling of less-than- Ch4rged on the shipments brought in The division said that the rate 
truckload shipments would be indefinite, issue in the complaint were inapplicable Spokane which ‘the defendants soug! t 
impractical, and difficult to police and and that the applicable rates were those ‘0 cae was 55 cents a 100 pounds but 
would deprive shippers of a complete ®Pproved as just and reasonable in J, "the higher rates previously in effect 
service which is not now available.” Petroleum in North Pacific Coast Terri- a & mon A. at ’ 
tory, 291 IL.C.C. 101, 292 L.C.C. 317, “as o the other destinations were not show! 
published in the defendant’s tariff here- Of record. However, its report showed 
inbefore referred to.” Reparation was ‘Some of the rates on gasoline from 


as other means, adequate to meet th 
needs of the commerce of the United 
States, of the Postal Service and of the 
national defense.” 
















It said that railroads served the origins 
and destinations involved but did not 













handle less-than-carload shipments un- awarded East Billings to representative points 
der refrigeration except in trailers loaded ge : which were included in the readjust- 
on flatcars in “piggyback” service, and The division said the complaint al- i ent approved in the two reports. For 
that the latter were not being operated Jeged that the rates charged on 1393 ¢yample, the reduced rates were 53 cent 
at capacity tank-carloads on petroleum products ¢, Spokane, 71 cents to Chehalis, Wash 


shipped on and between December 9, 
1953, and December 8, 1955, from East 
Billings, Mont., to Spokane, Wash., Mos- Court’s Restraining Order 

cow, Ida., and other destinations in “Certain water and motor carrier: 
Washington and Idaho, were inappli- brought suit to set aside the findings 
cable, unjust and unreasonable, and of the Commission, and on December 


and 59 cents to Moscow. 

















See Late News, Pages 17, 18 
and 19, for other I.C.C. action. 
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943, a temporary restraining order 
entered by the United States dis- 
court for the district of Oregon, 
ining the rail carriers, including the 
endants here, ‘from publishing or 
cing effective and from assessing, 
ging, collecting or enforcing’ the 
iced rates pending a hearing before 
full court’s of three judges,” the 
ion said. “The order also ran against 
Commission and the United States 
Upon argument before the three-judge 
ut in May 1954, that court on March 
1955, set aside the Commission's de- 
ym and made the injunction perma- 
in Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau v 
ited States, 129 F. Supp. 472. A mo- 
n for a new trial was filed by the de- 
ilants and a reargument took 
ice in July 1955. The court denied the 
on in September, 1955, 134 F. Supp 
However, by a further order of De- 
iber 9, 1955, the court vacated its 
vious orders in so far as they related 
rates applying on traffic moving west- 
ind from origins in Montana [includ- 
East Billings} and Wyoming.’ The 
isons for this action are not stated, 
ther in the court’s printed opinion or 
orders, all of which are of record, 
they are not important from the 
indpoint of the instant complaint 


Notification to Shippers 
Shortly after the entry of the court’s 
emporary restraining order the general 
ght traffic managers of the Great 
Northern and the Northern Pacific, on 
December 10, 1953, sent joint letters to 
the complainant and other interested 
shippers, quoting the restraining order 
ind containing the following paragraphs 
It will be necessary, therefore, in 
nnection with all traffic moving on and 
fter December 9, 1953, to charge the 
rates in the tariffs which were effective 
n December 8, 1953, and which theoreti- 
illy became inapplicable after that date 
The defendant rail carriers propose to 
file as promptly as possible a motion in 
the federal court to dissolve the tempo- 
rary restraining order quoted above and 
u will be kept very closely advised of 
1 developments in connection with this 
litigation 


‘As stated above, however, it will be 
necessary for the carriers to avoid being 
n contempt of court, to assess and col- 
lect the rates in effect on December 8, 
1953, on all traffic moving until the re- 
straining order is dissolved.’ 


“The tariffs in which the rates from 
East Billings were published were never 
imended by the defendants so as to 
how the effect of the court’s injunction. 
hese tariffs had provided that the pe- 
iod of voluntary postponement before 
nentioned would expire on December 8, 
1953. No supplements to these tariffs 
ere filed, as required by our tariff rules, 
» as to advise the public that the in- 
ended effect of the court’s order was 
o extend that period by compulsion 


Violation of LC. Act 


“After the injunction had been lifted, 
eaving the defendants completely free 
to apply the reductions in rates original- 
ly sought about 3 years before, no change 
was made in their tariffs. The only pos- 
ible conclusion is that during the pe- 
riod in which the restraining order and 
injunction were in force the defendants 
‘harged, demanded, collected, and re- 
ceived greater compensation for the 
transportation of property between the 
points here under consideration than the 
rates and charges specified in the tariffs 
filed and in effect at the time in direct 


violation of section 6(7) of the interstate 
commerce act. 

“The defendants state: 

“*The fact is the court did restrain 
these defendants from using the rates 
which these complainants now say 
should have been applied; and the de- 
fendants were inescapably bound to 
honor the court’s writ during the effec- 
tive life thereof 

“*These defendants had no alternative 
other than to strictly comply with the 
mandate of the court. The railroads’ 
action in charging the rates which they 
did was compelled by the order of the 
court. If the complainant was injured, 
it was injured not because of any action 
by the carriers but because of the man- 
date of the court. The carriers’ act in 
not charging the rates which the com- 
plainant contends should have been 
charged was the only lawful act the 
carriers could have undertaken under 
the mandate of the court.’ 


‘Contempt of Court’ 


“During the two years in which the 
court's orders were in force the defend- 
ants, of course, had no choice but to 
require the shippers to pay the higher 
rates, unless they were to place them- 
selves in contempt of court 

“Immediately after the district court 
issued its temporary restraining order, 
the Commission suggested to the defend- 
ants by telegram that they file a supple- 
ment amending their tariff under attack 
in order to reinstate the higher rates 
pending final outcome of the court ac- 
tion. This the defendants declined to 
do, but continued to charge and collect 
the latter rates until the Court dissolved 
the temporary restraining order. 

“The defendants took the position that 
amendment of the tariffs as suggested 
would have rendered the court action 
moot, but there appears no sound basis 
for that conclusion. On the contrary it is 
clear that the issuance of a tariff supple- 
ment further staying the effective date 
of the reduced rates for an indefinite 
period beyond December 8, 1953 would 
not have affected the pending court ac- 
tion. Accordingly, our holding here is in 
no way inconsistent with the temporary 
restraining order issued by the district 
court, and cannot be regarded as penal- 
izing the carrier for complying with that 
order. 

“We are of the view that the reduced 
rates, which this Commission had pre- 
viously found to be just and reasonable, 
were the lawfully published rates 
throughout the period in question, and 
in the absence of a supplement amending 
the tariffs as indicated, settlement must 
be made on that basis. 


‘Good Conscience’ 


“The letter to the complainant and 
other shippers of December 10, 1953, in 
which they were notified of the injunc- 
tion, was not a substitute for tariff pub- 
lication. Some of those shippers, in- 
cluding the complainant, had presented 
evidence in the suspension proceeding 
supporting the reduced rates. Retention 
of their good will despite the injunction 
was no doubt considered important, and 
a favorable result was indicated by the 
shipment of nearly 1,400 carloads by the 
complainant at a time when the reduced 
rates were enshrouded in uncertainty. 
In our opinion, the claim for reparation 
squares with good conscience as well as 
with established legal principles. 

“In Pennsylvania R. Co. v. Interna- 
tional Coal Mining Co. 230 U.S. 184, the 
Supreme Court said: 


“*The tariff so long as it was in force 
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was . . to be .reated as though it 
had been a statute, binding as such upon 
railroad and shipper alike. . . The obliga- 
tion to observe the same is absolute and 
is, in effect, statutory in character.’ 

“There is no contention here by the 
defendants that they took the appro- 
priate steps either to cancel the reduced 
rates or to postpone their effectiveness. 
In fact, they studiously avoided such 
action. Thus, the tariffs, as supple- 
mented, in which the reduced rates were 
published, under the statute, provided 
the only legally-applicable rates which 
could be applied on the complainant’s 
shipments during the period of move- 
ment.” 


Change in Reed-Bulwinkle 
Pact of Rocky Mountain 
Motor Carriers Required 


The Commission, division 2, has 
conditionally approved the Reed- 
Bulwinkle agreement of members 
and non-members of the Rocky 
Mountain Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., 
of Denver, Colo., under consideration 
in section 5a application No. 60, 
Rocky Mountain Carriers—Agree- 
ment. The approval is on condition 
that the bureau’s’. by-laws’. be 
amended to indicate specifically 
which column or columns of the 
schedules of charges for publishing 
carriers’ tariffs is to be applied when 
a carrier participates in local as well 
as joint rates in the same tariff. 


The division entered a report in the 
proceeding, in which it found that sub- 
ject to the condition specified the agree- 
ment should be approved. Entry of an 
order was withheld for a period of three 
months from the date of service of the 
report, January 17, so as to afford the 
applicants an opportunity to present an 
agreement in harmony with the conclu- 
sions in the report. If such an agree- 
ment was not filed within that period, 
division 2 said, an order dismissing the 
application would be entered. 


The division said that the applicants 
sought approval of an agreement between 
and among themselves relating to pro- 
cedures for the joint consideration, initi- 
ation or establishment of rates, excep- 
tions to classification ratings and rules, 
regulations, and practices applicable to 
the transportation of property in inter- 
state or foreign commerce between points 
in a described area comprising all or por- 
tions of Colorado, Nevada, Oregon, Idaho, 
Montana, South Dakota, Nebraska, Utah, 
and Wyoming; between points in that 
area and points in California, and trans- 
continentally between points in the Unit- 
ed States east of U.S. Highway 85 and 
points on and west of that highway. 


D. of J. Opposition 

The Department of Justice opposed 
the application and a hearing was held, 
the division said. It added that a pre- 
viously-filed agreement among many of 
the same carriers was found by division 
2 to be prohibited by section 5a of the 
interstate commerce act and the applica- 
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tion was dismissed without prejudice to 
the filing of an agreement in conformity 
with the division’s findings. The agree- 
ment for which approval was sought re- 
flected amendments in pusported con- 
formity with the findings in Rocky Moun- 
tain Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc.—Agree- 
ment, 293 I.C.C. 585, the division said 

Under section 5a of the act, the so- 
called Reed-Bulwinkle section of the in- 
terstate commerce act, carriers are re- 
lieved from the provisions of the anti- 
trust laws with respect to agreements 
for making rates and related matters 
when such agreements have Commission 
approval. 

The division reviewed the changes and 
revisions made in the instant agree- 
ment and generally found the terms and 
provisions to meet criteria used by it in 
section 5a cases. 


Tariff Publishing Charges 

However, in the articles of the by-laws 
pertaining to charges to be assessed 
against carriers for the publication by 
the bureau of the tariffs of the carriers, 
the division said that in instances where 
carriers paticipated in both local and 
joint rates in the same tariff, it was not 
clear whether the dues in both the “local” 
and “joint” columns would be exacted 
or what the dues would be in such in- 
stances. Article XI should be clarified in 
this respect, it said, Except to that ex- 
tent, the division said it concluded that 
the changes thus made met the criticisms 
of membership dues and tariff fees ex- 
pressed by division 2 in the prior report 

“Certain minor changes, in addition to 
those discussed,” the division said, “have 
been made in the agreement, by-laws, 
and procedural rules covered by the in- 
stant application. For example, under 
the previous agreement, participation in 
the bureau’s transcontinental tariffs did 
not entitle a carrier to membership. Only 
two carriers had single-line rates pub- 
lished in such tariffs at that time. When 
the hearing on the application now be- 
fore us was held, there were 20 such 
carriers, and the restriction against 
membership has been eliminated. Cer- 
tain other provisions have been deleted 
from the by-laws because they conflict 
either with the criteria for membership 
fees just discussed, or with the pro- 
posed composition and quorums of the 
rate committees. 


Railroad Participation 


“The provision authorizing member- 
ship on the rate committees of rail car- 
riers which participate in joint rail- 
motor rates in the Bureau tariffs has 
been eliminated, but the provision for 
participation by rail carriers in joint 
rates in such tariffs has been continued. 


“The exclusion of the rail carriers from 
membership is not inconsistent with the 
primary purpose of the agreement, which 
is to provide procedures for the joint 
consideration of motor-carrier rates. 
Moreover, section 5a prohibits agree- 
ments among carriers of different classes 
which are not limited to matters relat- 
ing to transportation under joint rates 
or over through routes.” 

After disposing of other contentions of 
the Department of Justice, the division 
made the following findings: 


“We find that the agreement described 
herein is within the scope of section 5a 
of the act, and not one with respect to a 
pooling, division, or other matter or 


transaction to which section 5 of the act 
is applicable; that the agreement ac- 
cords to each party thereto the free and 
unrestrained right to take independent 
action either before or after any deter- 
mination arrived at through procedures 
established by the agreement; and that, 
except as above indicated, approval of 
such agreement is not prohibited by 
paragraph (4), (5), or (6) of section 5a. 

“We further find that the agreement, 
subject to the terms and conditions here- 
inafter stated, will be in furtherance of 
the national transportation policy, and 
that the relief provided in paragraph (9) 
of section 5a should apply with respect 
to the making and carrying out of the 
agreement subject to the terms and con- 
ditions hereinafter set forth. 

“We further find that the agreement 
should be approved, subject to such gen- 
eral terms and conditions or regulations 
as have been, or may hereafter be, pre- 
scribed, and subject to the condition 
that article XI at page 16 of the bylaws 
be further amended to indicate specif- 
ically which column or columns of the 
schedule of charges is to be applied when 
a carrier participates in local as well as 
joint ra*=s in the same tariff.” 


Four Carriers Authorized 
To Serve New Oil Refinery 


The Commission, division 1, on further 
proceedings and reconsideration, has au- 
thorized four motor common carriers to 
serve a new petroleum refinery at Wren- 
shall, Minn. 

The authority was granted by a report 
and order in MC-103654, Sub. 22, Schir- 
mer Transportation Co., Inc., Extension 
—Wrenshall, Minn. embracing MC- 
108449, Sub. 20, Indianhead Truck Line, 
Inc., MC-112223, Sub. 6, Quickie Trans- 
port Co., and MC-103947, Sub. 22, Termi- 
nal Transport Co. (renumbered and re- 
entitled MC-107946, Sub. 84, Ruan Trans- 
port Corp., by order dated July 6, 1956), 
all designated “Extension—Wrenshall, 
Minn.” 

In the Schrimer, Indianhead and 
Quickie cases, the division, on further 
proceedings, authorized the transporta- 
tion of petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Wrenshall to points 
in Wisconsin and the upper peninsula of 
Michigan, over irregular routes. 

In the Ruan case, the division, on re- 
consideration, authorized the same op- 
erations as in the other cases, except 
that the destination territory was limited 
to points in Wisconsin within 200 miles 
of Superior, Wis. 

In all four cases, somewhat broader 
authority had been sought by the appli- 
cants than was granted. All sought to 
serve, in addition to Wisconsin and the 
upper peninsula of Michigan, points in 
Minnesota, Iowa, and North and South 
Dakota. They also sought authority for 
petroleum and petroleum products, and 
Indianhead had additionally requested 
that such authority include chemicals 
derived from petroleum and compounded 
oils having petroleum base. 

In its conclusions, the division said that 
“the record in these proceedings is re- 
plete with allegations and counter allega- 
tions as to the reasons prompting the 
support of certain of the applicants by 
certain of the supporting shippers.” 

“In our view,” it added, “these matters 
are rendered largely irrelevant by the 
fact that there is enough present and 
potential traffic to require the services 
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of all four of the applicants. This co 
clusion disposes of all of the various co 
tentions of the parties relating to co) 
fining the carriers to their present sphe 
of operations, to rates, to ‘personal’ re: 
sons for shipper support and oppositio 
and the like.” 


1.C.C. Upholds Railroads’ 
Use of ‘Basing Tariff’ in 
Constructing Meat Rates 


By a report and order in No. 3209) 
Swift and Co. v. Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co. et ala complaint pro 
ceeding involving the incorporation 
of a “basing tariff” in a “rate tariff 
by reference—the Commission, di- 
vision 2, has dismissed the com 
plaint on finding that rates charged 
on 264 carloads of fresh meat shipped 
from East St. Louis, Ill., and two 
carloads from Fort Worth, Tex., to 
Clarksburg, W.Va., on and between 
August 3, 1954, and January 10, 1956 
were applicable. 


Commissioner Murphy, in a dissenting 
expression, said that all the conditions 
precedent to the use of the basing tariff 
had not been met. 

The division said that the assailed 
rate from East St. Louis was a local com- 
modity rate of 116 cents a 100 pounds 
not including the Ex Parte No. 175 in- 
crease, published in Agent H. R. Hinsch’s 
tariff I.C.C. No. 4430, to apply from East 
St. Louis to Grafton, W.Va. From Fort 
Worth, it said, the assailed rate was 203 
cents, consisting of a proportional rate 
of 89 cents to East St. Louis, not in dis- 
pute, and a proportional rate to Grafton 
of 114 cents applicable on shipments 
originating beyond East St. Louis 

“Item 4235 of the rate tariff, which 
contained the rates to Grafton, was sub- 
ject to a heading which provided that 
these and other rates applied to ‘stations 
named below and stations taking same 
rates as named on pages 24 to 85 incl 
unless otherwise provided,” the division 
said. “Insofar as is here pertinent, the 
rate tariff did not specifically provide 
a rate on fresh meats to Clarksburg, nor 
was Clarksburg named on pages 24 to 85 
as taking the same rate as any point 
to which such a rate was provided. 

“However, item 10 of the rate tariff 
captioned ‘Application of Traffic and Bas- 
ing Tariffs’ stated, in part: ‘Except a 
otherwise provided, rates apply as fol- 
lows:’ ‘(a)—to destinations named in this 
tariff.’ ‘(b)—to stations taking same 
rates as named in freight tariff 
..- LC.C. No. 3490 . . . issued by L. C 
Schuldt, agent... .’ 


“Agent Schuldt’s tariff, hereinafte: 
called the basing tariff, named Clarks- 
burg as taking Grafton rates. Accord- 
ingly, the rates to Grafton provided in 
item 4325 of the rate tariff were used 
by the defendants as bases for the 
charges on the shipments from East St 
Louis and as a factor in the charges on 
the shipments from Fort Worth. 


“The complainant contends that ths 
foregoing item 10 had no application to 
the considered shipments. It points out 
that the use of the basing tariff is condi- 
tioned upon rates not being ‘otherwise 
provided,’ and insists that the rate tariff 
did otherwise provide rates to Clarks- 
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It relies on item 25 of the rate 
iff, which is a destination intermedi- 
e-point rule in the usual form, as au- 
rized in Rule 27 of the Commission's 
riff circular No. 20. The rate tariff 
vided, on fresh meats from East St. 

ouis to Wheeling, W.Va., a rate, both 

al and proportional, of 110 cents. In- 
much as New Martinsville, W.Va., is 
imed on page 62 of that tariff as a sta- 

n to which the rate named to Wheel- 

would apply, the complainant con- 
ends that the rate of 110 cents also ap- 
ied to Clarksburg, which, it alleges, is 
ntermediate between East St. Louis and 
New Martinsville. 

“The defendants rely on England, Wal- 
ton & Co. v. Pennsylvania R. Co., 190 
I.C.C. 141, in which division 5 said that a 
rate made by use of a basing tariff is a 
pecific rate that takes precedence over 
a rate made by use of an intermediate- 
point rule. The complainant does not 
take issue with that statement, but argues 
that the question of priority does not 
arise inasmuch as the only basing points 
to be considered in connection with the 
rates on fresh meats from and to these 
points are the basing points set forth 
on pages 24 to 85 of the rate tariff, 
previously mentioned. A rate to a point 
therein named, it avers, may be applied 
to an intermediate point in accordance 
with the intermediate-point rule, thus 
rendering item 10 inoperative. 


Tariff Circular Authority 


‘It does not necessarily follow that 
the enumeration of specific basing points 
in the body of the rate tariff precludes 
recourse to a separate basing tariff by 
means of a general tariff provision, such 
as item 10, in instances where such 
basing points do not provide a rate to a 
desired destination. 

“Rule 15 of Tariff Circular No. 20 
permits the publication of basing tariffs, 
separate and apart from rate tariffs. 
Such basing tariffs may, by proper ref- 
erence thereto, in effect be incorporated 
into and made a part of the rate tariffs. 
A rate to a point named in the basing 
tariff, when it is provided that such 
point will take the same rate as a point 
to which a rate is published in the rate 
tariff, is just as specific as if the point 
had been named in the rate item. See 
Grovier Starr Produce Co. v. Arkansas 
V.I. Ry. Co., 176 I.C.C. 287. 

“The intermediate-point rule, by its 
own terms, may be applied only to points 
to which a commodity rate is not named 
in the tariff. Since nothing in the tar- 
iff, so far as appears, nullified the use 
of the basing tariff by means of which 
the rates to Grafton were applied to 
Clarksburg, we find that the Grafton 
rates were applicable on the instant 
hipments. 

“We conclude that the rates charged 
in the complainant’s shipments were ap- 
plicable. The complaint will be dis- 
missed.” 


Views of Commissioner Murphy 


In his dissent, Commissioner Murphy 
aid this was not a simple question of 
‘ate precedence between specific rates 
contained in the basing tariff and less 
specific rates obtained through the use 
f an intermediate-point rule. 


“If this were the issue,” he said, “then 
xf course the more specific rates of the 
basing tariff would apply. Here, however, 
it is first necessary to determine whether 
basing tariff rates can be applied in the 
face of a condition precedent to their 
use—‘Except as otherwise provided.’ 
“An intermediate-point rule provides 


a rate which would apply in the absence 
of all other rates. In my opinion, there- 
fore, the intermediate-point rule provides 
a rate within the meaning of ‘except as 
otherwise provided’. Since there is a rate 
otherwise provided, all the conditions 
precedent to use of the basing tariff have 
not been met. Consequently, reference 
cannot be made to the basing tariff for 
rates therein contained. It follows that 
there is no specific rate available to 
Clarksburg and the intermediate-point 
rule provides the applicable rate.” 


Interchange Agreements, 
Unlawful Before Certain 
Changes, Found Lawful 


Interchange agreements among 
carriers handling shipments from a 
plant of E. I. DuPont de Nemours 
and Co. near Nashville, Tenn., in 
which drivers for one company are 
put on the payroll of another but 
continue driving the same equipment, 
have been found to be within the 
scope of the carriers’ certificate since 
specified dates, but not before those 
dates. 


In another finding in the case, 
docketed as MC-C-1873, Bowling Green 
Express, Inc., and others, Investigation 
of Interchange Practices, the Commis- 
sion, division 1, said that the practice 
of Bowling Green Express, Inc., of Bowl- 
ing Green, Ky., of authorizing drivers 
alternately employed by it and Ten- 
nessee-Carolina Transportation, Inc., of 
Nashville, to inspect for the former 
equipment leased to it by the latter 
violated certain equipment interchange 
rules of the Commission. The division 
ordered Bowling Green to cease and 
desist from such a practice, and that the 
proceeding be discontinued. 

Respondents in the case besides Bow]- 
ing Green and T.C.T. were Southeast- 
ern Truck Lines, Inc., of Nashville, and 
Associated Transport, Inc., of New York. 
Of the four, only Bowling Green served 
the DuPont plant direct and, therefore, 
linked it with the other respondents at 
Nashville, the division said. 

On or about July, 1955, leasing agree- 
ments between Bowling Green and both 
Southeastern and Associated were revised 
to the form in which they now exist, 
the division said. Prior to that time, the 
arrangements for bringing drivers into 
Bowling Green’s employ were of such a 
nature as to evoke the division’s finding 
in the instant proceeding that the agree- 
ments were in violation of section 206(a) 
of the interstate commerce act. A simi- 
lar change.was effected in a leasing 
agreement between Bowling Green and 
T.C.T. on January 26, 1956, the division 
said, before which date that agreement 
was similarly found unlawful in the in- 
stant proceeding. 


Agreements Explained 


Concerning the mechanics of the 
agreements among the carriers, the divi- 
sion said: 

“Old Hickory, located approximately 
eight miles northeast of Nashville, is the 
site of the E. I. DuPont de Nemours and 
Company’s plant, from which a large 
volume of cellophane and rayon ship- 
ments originate. This plant is served 
directly by five line-haul carriers of gen- 
eral commodities not parties to this pro- 
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ceeding which are authorized to serve 
an extensive territory. Each of the re- 
spondents maintains a terminal at Nash- 
ville. Bowling Green holds authority to 
transport general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Old Hickory and Nash- 
ville. Each of the other respondents holds 
authority to transport general commodi- 
ties, with exception, between Nashville 
and other points. In order to participate 
in traffic from and to the DuPont plant, 
Southeastern, T.C.T., and Associated 
entered into interline arrangements with 
Bowling Green. 

“For several years to and including 
July, 1955, operations under the inter- 
line arrangements were conducted as 
follows: When Bowling Green was no- 
tified by the plant that a shipment was 
to be picked up at Old Hickory for a 
destination served directly or through 
interline by one of the other respondents, 
the Nashville manager of Bowling Green 
notified the Nashville office of the appro- 
priate carrier and the latter dispatched 
an empty vehicle to Bowling Green 
Nashville terminal. Upon arrival of the 
vehicle at the Bowling Green terminal, 
an interchange agreement was entered 
into between a representative of Bowling 
Green and the driver of the motor vehicle 
as agent of the other carrier. A vehicle 
inspection sheet was signed by the 
mechanic for Bowling Green, limited to 
inspection of the lights, tires, and brakes 
of the leased vehicles. Suitable placards 
indicating that the vehicle was under 
lease to Bowling Green were placed on 
the vehicle. 

“The driver was ostensibly placed on 
the payroll of Bowling Green, but ac- 
tually was fully compensated by South- 
eastern, T.C.T., or Associated, as the case 
might be. The driver was dispatched with 
the vehicle to the DuPont plant, where 
the vehicle was loaded and returned to 
the Nashville terminal of Bowling Green, 
at which point the placards were re- 
moved from the loaded vehicle, the 
driver was ostensibly taken off Bowling 
Green’s payroll, and the vehicle was re- 
leased to the owner thereof. A represen- 
tative of Bowling Green, on duty at the 
DuPont plant, signed all bills of lading 
on behalf of Bowling Green as originat- 
ing carrier. Upon arrival of the vehicle 
at the Nashville terminal of Bowling 
Green, freight bills were prepared by 
Bowling Green and copies thereof were 
given to the driver for delivery to the 
Nashville terminal of the connecting 
carrier. Bowling Green received ten cents 
per 100 pounds from the transportation 
charges collected for the services above 
described. 


“Subsequent to July, 1955, the inter- 
line arrangements between Bowling 
Green and Southeastern were changed 
to provide that traffic moving to or 
from Old Hickory and interchanged at 
Nashville should be delivered or picked 
up by Southeastern in its equipment. For 
the privilege of using Bowling Green’s 
rights, Southeastern agreed to pay Bowl- 
ing Green the sum of ten cents per 100 
pounds. This agreement was cancelled 
on September 19, 1955, and the presently 
effective agreement provides for a 
regular division of revenue for traffic 
interchanged at Nashville, each of the 
parties performing its portion of the 
service with its own equipment and 
personnel. 

“Changes were also made in the inter- 
line arrangements and operations be- 
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tween Bowling Green and Associated 
subsequent to July, 1955. Under the 
presently effective arrangements, Bowl- 
ing Green transports shipments between 
Old Hickory and Nashville at an agreed 
charge. On volume or truckload ship- 
ments, Associated furnishes the trailers 
under regular trailer-leasing agreements 
and arrangements; on shipments in other 
than volume or truckload quantities, 
Bowling Green furnishes the equipment 
All the services are performed by Bowl- 
ing Green employes. 


“Bowling Green and T.C.T. modified 
their interchange arrangements and op- 
erations effective January 26, 1956. Un- 
der this presently effective arrangement, 
Bowling Green receives fourteen cents per 
100 pounds, with a minimum of thirty- 
five cents per shipment, for its portion 
of the transportation service  per- 
formed , 

As for Rule 207.5(d) governing safety 
inspection of equipment, which it cited, 
the division said that the purpose of the 
rule was to insure that equipment turned 
over to an authorized carrier by a con- 
necting carrier is in compliance with 
the Commission's safety regulations, the 
division said. 


“This being so it seems to us that the 
person making the inspection at the in- 
terline point should not be in any ma- 
terial way connected with, or owe 
allegiance to, the owner of the equip- 
ment,” it added. “We do not believe that 
drivers who have just left the employ- 
ment of the owner of the equipment and 
who will return to such employment as 
soon as their service for the authorized 
carrier is completed, can be expected to 
be as diligent and strict in making such 
inspection as they would be if unconnect- 
ed in any way with the equipment owner 
In the circumstances we cannot approve 
the arrangement between Bowling Green 
and T.C.T. insofar as it concerns the in- 
spection of equipment and an appropri- 
ate order will be entered requiring the 
discontinuance of this practice.” 


Walrath Dissents 


Commissioner Walrath, dissenting in 
part, said that he agreed with the ma- 
jority to the extent they found the re- 
spondents to have been in violation 
prior to and including July, 1955, and 
found the present arrangements not to 
be in violation. He said he did not 
agree, however, that there was a bona 
fide change of employment for the pur- 
poses of Rule 207.5(c) of the rules gov- 
erning lease and interchange of equip- 
ment, which rule related to the driver 
of interchanged equipment and was 
canceled effective February 1, 1957, “in 
the shuttling of T.C.T. drivers between 
that carrier and Bowling Green.” 


Commissioner Walrath also took ex- 
ception to an answer to a question is- 
sued in an administrative ruling by the 
Bureau of Motor Carriers and cited by 
the division in the instant report, re- 
lating to the qualifications of persons 
inspecting interchanged equipment. 


He also said that “it would appear 
also that the finding to the effect that 
the T.C.T. drivers are bona fide em- 
ployes of Bowling Green is not con- 
sistent with the finding that they may 
not inspect the vehicles on behalf of 
that carrier ‘even though authorized by 
Bowling Green .and competent to do 


1.C.C. Grants Authority 
To 14 Carriers to Serve 
Dam Site in Glen Canyon 


The Commission, division 1, has 
authorized 14 motor common carriers 
to serve the site of a dam to be con- 
structed in the Glen Canyon of the 


Colorado River approximately six 
miles south of the Utah-Arizona 
state line and points in Arizona and 
Utah in the vicinity of the dam site, 
in the transportation of general or 
specified commodities. 


The action was by a report and order 
in MC-730, Sub. 83, Pacific Intermoun- 
tain Express, Extension—Glen Canyon 
Dam Site, and 13 embraced proceedings 
Authority to serve the site in the trans- 
portation of general commodities, with 
exceptions, as an off-route point, in con- 
nection with regular-route operations, 
was granted the applicant in the title 
case and the applicants in the following 
embraced cases: 

MC-42487, Consolidated Freightways, 
Inc., Extension—Same; MC-48958, Sub 
29, Illinois-California Express, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Same; MC-52709, Sub. 66, Rings- 
by Truck Lines, Inc., Extension—Same; 
MC-52866, Sub. 25, Rocky Mountain Serv- 
ice, Inc., Extension—Same (reentitled 
Milne Truck Lines, Inc., Extension— 
Same); MC-65451, Sub. 16, Alabama 
Freight Lines, Extension—Same; MC- 
67388, Sub. 12, Meddock Truck Line, Ex- 
tension—Same; MC-70451, Sub. 185, Wat- 
son Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., Ex- 
tension—Same; and MC-76032, Sub. 102, 
Navajo Freight Lines, Inc., Extension— 
Same. 

The applicant in MC-71827, Sub. 3, I. E. 
Riddle, Extension—Glen Canyon Dam 
Site, was authorized to transport gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Kanab, Utah, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Glen Canyon Dam 
Site, and points within 10 miles thereof, 
over irregular routes, and the applicant 
in MC-99828, Sub. 1, Paul W. Nielsen, 
Extension—Same, was authorized to 
transport general commodities with ex- 
ceptions, between Salt Lake City and 
Cedar City, Utah, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Glen Canyon Dam Site, 
and points within 10 miles thereof, over 
irregular routes. 


Other Applicants 


The other applicants, and the author- 
ority granted, are as follows: 

MC-1872, Sub. 39, Ashworth Transfer, 
Inc., Extension—Three Arizona Counties. 
Contractors’ material, equipment and 
supplies and building materials, except 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, and dangerous explosives between 
points in Utah, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Coconino County, 
Ariz., north of an east-west line extend- 
ing through The Gap, Ariz., including 
The Gap, over irregular routes. 

MC-100892, Sub. 7, Clarence E. Lindsey, 
Extension—Glen Canyon Dam Site. 
Brick, salt, building stone, flagstone, lum- 
ber, finished lumbermill products, poles, 
mine props, and fence posts, from points 
in Salt Lake, Weber, Davis, and Utah 
counties, Utah, to Glen Canyon Dam 
Site,, Ariz., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, over irregular routes. 


MC-108461, Sub. 48, Whitfield Trans- 
portation, Inc., Extension—Glen Canyon 
Dam Site. (1) Cement and cement ad- 
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mixers, from Salt Lake City and Dey 
Slide, Utah, to Glen Canyon Dam Si 
Ariz.; (2) cement and cement admixe: 
from Cedar City, Utah, to Glen Cany 
Dam Site; (3) cement admixers, fri 
Flagstaff, Ariz. to Glen Canyon Dz: 
Site, and (4) sand, in bulk, from poir 
in Coconino County, Ariz., to Flagsta 
Ariz.; operation (2) restricted to tl 
transportation of shipments having a 
prior movement by rail to Cedar Cit 
operation (3) restricted to shipmen 
having a prior movement by rail 
Flagstaff and operation (4) restricted 
shipments having a subsequent move- 
ment by rail from Flagstaff, all over ir- 
regular routes. 


Findings of Division 1 
In connection with all of the applic 


tions, the division made the followir 
findings: 


“We find that the present and futur 
public convenience and necessity requir: 
operation by applicants, in interstate 
foreign cOmmerce, as common carrie! 
by motor vehicle, of the commodities and 
in the manner indicated in Appendix C 
hereto; that applicants are fit, willing, 
and able properly to conform to the re- 
quirements of the interstate commerce 
act and our rules and regulations there- 
under; that appropriate certificates au- 
thorizing such operations should be 
granted, subject, in connection with ap- 
plicants Riddle and Nielsen to the con- 
ditions (1) that such operations and 
presently certificated operations shall be 
conducted separately from their other 
business activities, (2) that separate ac- 
counts and record shall be maintained 
for each activity, and (3) that the two 
applicants in question shall not trans- 
port property as both public and private 
carriers at the same time and in the 
same vehicle; and subject, in connection 
with applicants Consolidated, Navajo, 
and Nielsen, to the provision that the 
certificates to the extent they authorize 
the transportation of dangerous explo- 
sives shall be limited in point of time to 
periods expiring 5 years from the re- 
spective dates thereof; and that Paul 
W. Nielsen shall request in writing the 
coincidental cancellation of his regis- 
tration under the second proviso, and 
that the applications in all other re- 
spects should be denied.” 


Empty Mail Bag Authority 
Not Needed, Examiner Says 


Examiner James C. Cheseldine, by a 
recommended report in MC-C-2116, Bag- 
gett Transportation Co., Investigation 
of Operations, has proposed that the 
Commission find that authority for the 
return transportation by the respond- 
ent, Baggett Transportation Co., of Bir- 
mingham, Ala., a “for-hire” carrier, of 
empty mail bags which have been used 
for the outbound movement of mail 
from Atlanta to Philadelphia, New York 
and Poughkeepsie, N.Y., pursuant to 
“star route contract” held by the re- 
spondent with the Post Office Depart- 
ment, is not required by either sectior 
206(a)(1) or section 209(a)(1) of the 
interstate commerce act, which relate t 
requirements for operational authority 
Discontinuance of the proceeding wa 
recommended. 

The examiner advised the respondent 
to confine its interstate transportatior 
without appropriate authority from the 
Commission to “such mail equipment a 
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the time of movement, so directly 
ed to the transportation of mail as 
e properly considered as part and 
| thereof.” 


Division’s ‘Without Prejudice’ 
Finding on Motor Liquor 
Rates Discarded by I.C.C. 


yn reconsideration of a report and 
der by division 3 which required 
cancellation of proposed motor 
juor rates between Louisville, Ky., 
Pennsylvania without prejudice 
the establishment of rates on a 
parity with rail rates, minimum 
60,000 pounds, the entire Commis- 
on has concluded that the evi- 
dence in the proceedings “does not 
upport a definite expression of 
opinion on the question.” 


In its report and order on reconsid- 
ration in I. and S. M-8193, Liquors Be- 
tween Louisville, Ky., and Pennsylvania, 
embracing I. and S. M-8536, Alcoholic 
Liquors From and to Broad Ford, Pa., the 
Commission found all the rates involved 
not shown just and reasonable and or- 
dered them canceled on or before Febru- 
ary 28, on not less than one day’s notice. 

Commissioner Hutchinson wrote a dis- 
senting-in-part expression and Commis- 
sioner Murphy wrote a dissenting opinion 
in which Commissioners Walrath and 
McPherson joined. 


The Commission said that in the prior 
report, 300 L.C.C. 627, division 3 found 
that proposed motor rate on alcoholic 
liquors, in bulk in barrels, in bonds, be- 
tween Broad Ford, Pa., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Lawrenceburg and 
Milan, Ind., and Louisville and Owens- 
boro, Ky., and from Cincinnati to Broad 
Ford, had not been shown to be just and 
reasonable. 


‘Upon the filing of a petition by pro- 
testant rail carriers seeking reconsidera- 
tion and modification of the report,” the 
Commission said, “this order was stayed 
pending disposition of the petition, to 
which certain of the respondents replied. 
By our order of November 14, 1957, these 
proceedings were reopened for reconsid- 
eration on the present record. 

‘In connection with its findings, divi- 
sion 3, stated, at page 632: 


‘*These findings are made without 
rejudice to the respondents’ publishing 
ites On a parity with the rail rates at 
the 60,000-pound minimum. The rail car- 
iers by reason of their incentive rates 
ill continue to have lower rates on 
hipments in excess of 60,000 pounds.’ 


Modification Sought 


In their petition, the protestants ask 
at the prior report be modified by ex- 
inging the two sentences above quoted, 
n the ground that they are not sup- 
orted by the record. The respondents, 
felm’s New York Pittsburgh Motor Ex- 
ress, Inc., and Hayes Freight Lines, Ind.., 
eplied to the petition opposing the re- 
iested modification. 


“Not infrequently, when suspended 
ates are found not to have been justified 
ur reports include a statement that the 
nding is without prejudice to the estab- 
shment of rates differing from those 
nder suspension. Whether or not such 
comment is appropriate depends upon 
he circumstances and the evidence in 


the particular case. In Salt from Loui- 
Silana Mines to Chicago, 69 I.C.C. 312, 
313, this Commission said: 

“*That it was not the intention of 
Congress to require us in every suspen- 
sion proceeding to specify what rates 
would be lawful in lieu of the new rate 
proposed, clearly appears from other 
provisions of section 15.’ 

“The relation between rail and motor 
rates on alcoholic liquors in eastern ter- 
ritory has been a controverted question 
in a number of recent proceedings. Upon 
reconsideration, we conclude that the 
evidence in these proceedings does not 
support a definite expression of opinion 
on the question. Otherwise, we adhere 
to the findings in the prior report, the 
final paragraph of which is thus modi- 
fied to read as follows: 

“We find that the proposed rates are 
not shown to be just and reasonable. An 
order will be entered requiring cancella- 
tion of the schedules still in effect and 
discontinuing the proceedings.’ 

Dissenting Views 

In his partial dissent, Commissioner 
Hutchinson said: 

“I agree with the majority that the 
evidence does not support a definite 
finding as to whether there should be 
parity of rail and motor carrier rates on 
this traffic. However, the rates proposed 
by respondent appear to be compensatory 
and I see no basis upon which to find 
them unlawful in any respect. I would 
approve the proposed rates. 


Defending the “without prejudice” 
finding, Commissioner Murphy said: 


“The shipper here resorts to the use 
of private carriage to a large extent and 
the proposed rates which were published 
to meet this competition, are clearly com- 
pensative. The evidence indicates that 
the respondents had to publish these 
rates on a level with the rail rates, 
minimum 60,000 pounds, or the shipper 
would make greater use of private car- 
riage. Since the rail rates were increased 
pursuant to authorizations in Ex Parte 
No. 196, it was found in the prior re- 
port that the respondents would not 
have to reduce their rates as low as 
proposed, and that the rates should be 
found unlawful without prejudice to the 
respondents establishing the rates on a 
parity with the increased rail rates. In 
my opinion the finding without prejudice 
is proper under the circumstances.” 


New York Motor Carrier 
Ordered to Maintain Service 


The Commission, division 1, has found 
that Vincent J. Sucato, doing business as 
Austin’s Express, of Poughkeepsie, N.Y., 
a motor common carrier, is not rendering 
reasonably continuous and adequate serv- 
ice to the public between points in Con- 
necticut and Massachusetts, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in New 
York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, as 
authorized and required by the terms of 
certificates granted him by the Commis- 
sion. 


A report and order were issued in MC- 
C-2002, The Adley Express Co., et al. v. 
Vincent J. Sucato, doing business as 
Austin’s Express. 

The defendant was required, within 45 
days from the effective date of the 
order, to institute and maintain reason- 
ably continuous and adequate service be- 
tween the aforementioned points, and, 
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ur 
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within 55 days from the effective date, to 
inform the Commission whether compli- 
ance had been made with the order. 


Higher Rates Between West 
And Wabash Corridor Than 


Between West, Illinois Upheld 


Freight rate differentials main- 
tained by railroads between the Wa- 
bash corridor of transcontinental 
Group C-1 and Group D on traffic 
between those groups and Mountain- 
Pacific Territory have been sustained 
by the Commission, division 3, in a 
report and order in No. 32019, Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Mount Vernon, 
Ind., et al. v. Abilene & Southern 
Railway Co. et al. 


The complaint was dismissed on a 
finding that the rates assailed were not 
shown to be unjust, unreasonable or un- 
duly prejudicial. 

As to the rates assailed, the division 
said that complainants alleged that all of 
the transcontinental class and commod- 
ity rates between that part of group 
C-1 (roughly the western half of In- 
diana) known as the Wabash River 
corridor, and Mountain-Pacific Terri- 
tory were unjust, unreasonable and un- 
duly prejudicial. 

The Wabash River corridor was de- 
scribed as that part of Group C-1 lying 
in Indiana on and west of the Chicago 
& Eastern Illinois Railroad to the Mli- 
nois-Indiana state line, approximately 
between Rileysburg, Ind., on the north 
and Evansville, Ind., on the south. 

Group D was described as consisting 
generally of the state of Illinois and a 
narrow strip in northwestern Indiana 
west of the line of the New York Central 
Railroad and north of the Wabash cor- 
ridor. 


Rate Differentials Assailed 


The rate differentials here assailed 
were those between the Wabash cor- 
ridor and Group D, the division said. 

The . division said that the current 
transcontinental class rates were pre- 
scribed in docket No. 30660, Class Rates, 
Mountain-Pacific Territory, 296 I.C.C. 
555. These rates were on a group basis, 
and Group D was generally regarded as 
the base group, with the other groups 
related thereto, it said, adding that 
Group C-1 was 105 per cent of Group D, 
subject to a minimum spread of nine 
cents. 


The division said that both the com- 
plainants and the defendants submitted 
detailed economic data in support of 
their respective contentions, and that 
nine shippers testified concerning their 
interest in the rates to and from the 
Pacific coast points. 


“According to the complainants,” the 
division said, “the rates in issue when 
considered by themselves may not be 
unreasonable, but they are unreasonable 
in their relation to the lower rates in 
other territories. 

“It is thus plain that the attack is 
directed, not against the level of the 
rates as such, but against the rate 
differential between the Wabash corridor 
(in group C-1) and group D. Commodity- 
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indxotes Centralized 
Troffic Control or 
Double Trock 
To, from or through the 

Southeast and Southwest— 

powerful Frisco diesels speed your 
shipments to destination safely, surely 
-.. on time! 


No matter what you have to ship to, from 

or through FRISCOLAND—big or small, short or 

tall— fragile or rugged, you ship it fas? and 

you ship it sure when you SHIP IT ON THE FRISCO! 


Your freight arrives when you want it... reaches its 
destination when it’s due! 


Call your FRISCO Sales Representative for that next 
shipment—he'll show you why it's best 
to Ship If On the FRISCO! 


5,000 MILES SERVING: 
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rate differentials, because of their lack 
of uniformity, which in many instances 
is due to water and motor carrier com- 


petition, are the particular subject of 
attack. 


Average Differential 


“Based on selected commodities, the 
average differential of commodity rates 
in group C-1 over group D is 19.4 cents, 
as compared with an average class-rate 
differential of 18.5 cents. This comparison 
refiects a close relation, on the average, 
between commodity-rate and class-rate 
differentials, and the variance is sub- 
stantially greater only as to rates estab- 
lished to meet competitive conditions 

“The relatively narrow differential re- 
sulting from the various constructive 
class-rate bases do not afford adequate 
proof that the present differentials are 
unreasonable. The constructive differen- 
tials are based largely on distance, 
whereas the present differentials are 
based on broad rate groups which have 
been in existence for many years and 
are parts of a general nationwide ad- 
justment. The complainants do not chal- 
lenge the method of rate-making, but 
insist that the Wabash corridor should 
be in the lower group D 

“In Coleman Co. Inc., v. Akron, C. & 
Y. R. Co., 281 I.C.C. 777, 784, division 
3 said: 

ec All territorial dividing lines are 
more or less arbitrary, and such lines 
generally have the appearance of injus- 
tice to some point or points across the 
line. An abrupt change in rates at the 
boundary of a territory is not unusual. 
Rate territorial boundaries must neces- 
sarily stop somewhere 

“The rate differentials, Group C-1 over 
Group D, are the result, not only of 
territorial grouping, but also of water 
and motor carrier competition, which 
varies in Group D as compared with 
Group C-l 

“The complainants cite East Coast 
Potato Distributors v. N. Y., P. & N. R. 
Co.. 717 LC.C. 607, where division 2 said 
that, generally, the boundaries of a 
blanket should not be so drawn as to 
include within it a large number of 
producing points, while other points 
similarly situated are excluded, especially 
when the area of production has clearly- 


defined geographical limits. There is 
here no convincing showing, however, 
that the geographical or economic 


features of the Wabash corridor are 
similar to those of Group D. On the 
contrary, these aspects appear to com- 
pare more favorably with the adjacent 
Indiana counties than with the ad- 
jacent Illinois counties. 


Location of Industries 


“The four complaining cities have at- 
tributed their failure to attract certain 
industries to a prejudicial rate situation. 
The evidence in this respect is not con- 
vincing. Although freight rates may have 
been one of many considerations, the 
record fails to show that the assailed 
rates had any decisive effect upon the 
location of industries elsewhere than in 
these cities. 


“The nine shipper witnesses claiming 
to be unduly prejudiced face their most 
critical competition from competitors lo- 
cated at points other than in group D 
Also, in general, they were not familiar 
with the mode of transportation used by 
their competitors. In Mason City Brick 





and Tile Co. v. C., M., St. P. & P. R. Co., 
258 ICC 312, 313, (affirmed in 259 I.C.C 
372), appears this statement of law, to 
which we subscribe: 

=. A disparity of rates does not 
necessarily result in undue prejudice, and 
a mere showing that rates of long stand- 
ing in one group are higher than those 
in another group does not establish un- 
due prejudice. No group adjustment can 
effect exact justice in rate making, and 
the small disadvantage to one point or 
another incident to such an adjustment 
does not constitute the undue prejudice 
made unlawful by section 3 of the act.’ 

“The record is not persuasive that the 
compaining shippers in the Wabash cor- 
ridor are being unduly prejudiced by the 
rate differentials between Group C-1 and 
Group D 

“We find that the rates assailed are not 
shown to be unjust, unreasonable, or 
unduly prejudicial. The complaint will 
be dismissed.” 


Machinery Haulers’ Rate 
Pact Approved by I.C.C. 


The Commission, division 2, has ap- 
proved a Reed-Bulwinkle agreement be- 
tween and among nine motor common 
carrier members of the Machinery Haul- 
ers Association relating to procedures for 
the joint consideration, initiation or 
establishment of rates, classification, di- 
visions, allowances and charges (‘(includ- 
ing charges between carriers and com- 
pensation paid or received for the use of 
facilities and equipment), and rules and 
regulations pertaining thereto, governing 
the transportation of machinery and re- 
lated articles between points in the 
United States. 

In a report and order in section 5a 
application No. 58, Machinery Haulers 
Association—Agreement, the division ap- 
proved an application, as amended since 
the issuance of an examiner’s proposed 
report, under section 5a of the interstate 
commerce act, as filed by Ace Lines, Inc., 
for itself and on behalf of eight other 
motor common carrier members of the 
association. 

Section 5a of the interstate commerce 
act—the so-called Reed-Bulwinkle sec- 
tion of the act—relieves carriers from 
the provisions of the anti-trust laws 
with respect to agreements among them- 
selves for making rates and related mat- 
ters when such agreements have Com- 
mission approval. 


Findings of Division I 


An order was entered approving the 
agreement effective February 5, after 
the division made the following find- 
ings: 

“We find that the agreement described 
herein, as amended, is within the scope 
of section 5a of the act, and not one 
with respect to pooling, division, or 
other matter or transaction to which 
section 5 of the act is applicable; that 
it is not one between or among carriers 
of different classes as defined in sec- 
tion 5a; that it accords each party 
thereto the free and unrestrained right 
to take independent action, either be- 
fore or after any determination arrived 
at through procedures established by the 
agreement; and that approval of the 
agreement is not prohibited by para- 
graph (4), (5), or (6) of section 5a. 

“We further find that the agreement, 
as amended, is necessary to the effectu- 
ation of, and will be in furtherance of, 
the national transportation policy; and 
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that by reason of the furtherance of ‘he 
national transportation declared in ‘he 
act, the relief provided in paragraph 
(9) of section 5a should apply with re 
spect to the making and carrying t 
of the agreement 

“We further find that the agreement 
should be approved subject to such ¢ 
eral terms and conditions or regulati 
as have been, or may hereafter be 
scribed.” 


Independent Action 


After discussing the terms of the ag: 
ment, the division, in its report, took 
the contentions of the U.S. Departm: 
of Justice, the only protestant. On pro- 
visions for independent action, the De- 
partment contended that sections 6 and 
7 of Article III, of the association's arti- 
cles of incorporation, should be redrafted 
“to provide for individual action which 
is free and unrestrained.” The division 
said 

“Section 6, Article III, provides that 
upon notice of independent action by 
any carrier; the committee chairman 
must promptly advise all members in 
order to enable them, if they so desire 
to take the same action contemplated 
by the independent announcement. He 
will announce publication accordingly 
and the proponent of individual action 
is required to pay the cost of such publi- 
cation. Section 7, Article III, provides 
that if a carrier party giving notice does 
not constitute a complete route from 
origin to destination, the notice must 
be accompanied by concurrences of the 
authorized representatives of other car- 
riers parties to the agreement partici- 
pating in the complete through route 

“The Department contends the pro- 
visions relating to individual action as 
set forth in sections 6 and 7, Article ITI, 
of the agreement contain implications 
that the tariff-publishing facilities of 
the association will be utilized to the 
exclusion of every other rate-publishing 
agency, and that carrier parties to the 
agreement who propose to take indi- 
vidual action are prohibited from con- 
curring in joint rates with carriers who 
are not members of the association. The 
department asks that the provisions of 
sections 6 and 7 be redrafted to provide 
for individual action which is free and 
unrestrained. 


“Sections 6 and 7, above referred to, 
are supplementary to article V of the 
agreement which, as hereinbefore stated, 
reserves to each member of the asso- 
ciation the free and unrestrained right 
to take independent action either before 
or after any determination under the 
procedure provided by the agreement 
They are to apply in instances where 
@ carrier has elected initially to observe 
bureau procedure, and may thereafter 
desire to proceed independently. As 
these provisions do not preclude any 
member from publishing its rates inde- 
pendently of the association or from 
joining another carrier not a bureau 
member in establishing rates, the revi- 
sion of sections 6 and 7 of article III 


as suggested by the department, is not 
necessary.” 


Pipeline Property Values 


The Commission, division 2, by a re- 
port and order in valuation No. 1333 
(1956 Report), Gulf Refining Co. Pipe- 
line Department, has determined, ft 
rate-making purposes, the final valu 


of the common carrier property owned 
and used by the company as of Decem- 
ber 31, 1956, to be $126,651,600. Protests 
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must be filed with the Commis- 
yn or before February 24. 

I an order in Valuation No. 1324, 
report) The Ohio Oil Co. Pipeline 
tment, the Commission, division 

9 corrected a report adopted on 

N nber 25, 1957, in the proceeding so 
show the value of the common car- 


property owned and used by the 
mpany as of December 31, 1956, as 
$57,838,000 instead of $57,365,000. 


Five Carriers Allowed 
To Serve ‘Acme’ Stores 


The Commission, division 1, by a 
e} and order in MC-116558, Sub. 1, 
Michael L. Volpe, Contract Carrier Ap- 
lication, and embraced cases, has 
granted authority to five motor carriers 


serve the American Stores Co., of 
Kearny, N.J. 
Permits authorizing the transporta- 


on of such merchandise as was dealt 
by wholesale, retail, and chain gro- 
ery and food business houses, and re- 
ated equipment, materials, and supplies, 
yetween points in certain parts of New 
Jersey and New York, including New 
York City and Long Island, over irreg- 
Jar routes, under continuing contract 
r contracts with American Stores Co., 
were granted to the carrier in the title 
ase, and to three other carriers who 
were applicants in embraced proceed- 
ings, as follows: MC-116559, Sub. 1, 
Thomas H. Henricksen; MC-116560, Sub. 
Joseph Galajda, and MC-116561, Sub 
Walter Keller, all designated “Con- 
tract Carrier Application.” 
In the fourth embraced case, MC- 
Cornelius Meyer, Extension — Suffolk 
59718, Sub. 3, Samuel R. Oppelaar and 


County, N.Y., the division granted an 
interim permit authorizing the trans- 
portation of the same commodities as 
in the other cases, between South 


Kearny and Jersey City, N.J., on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in Suffolk 
County, N.Y., over irregular routes, 
limited to service under a continuing 
ontract or contracts with the American 
Stores Co. 

Commissioner Walrath wrote an opin- 
ion dissenting in part from the majority 
report. 

The division said that the applicants 
all had been serving American Stores 
as intrastate contract carriers for many 
years, and had been requested by it to 
perform the same service in interstate or 
foreign commerce in a larger territory. 


Leasing Situation Involved 
In Motor Authority Grant 


The Commission, division 1, has au- 
thorized motor common carriage of re- 

1 department store merchandise in a 
proceeding which, it says, involves a 
uation in which a shipper has sold 
vehicles to the applicant carrier, and 
e carrier in turn, has leased them with 
vers to the shipper. 


By a report and order in MC-109924, 
Sub. 5, Easton Motor Freight, Inc., Ex- 
ision—Phillipsburg, N.J., the division 
g:anted Easton Motor Freight, Inc., of 
F.iston, a certificate authorizing trans- 
portation of merchandise dealt in by re- 

il department stores, in parcels or 
pickages none of which exceeded 100 
unds in weight, in a retail delivery 


service from Easton to Phillipsburg, N.J., 
and points in New Jersey within 20 miles 
of Phillipsburg, over irregular routes. 

Commissioner Walrath, dissenting, said 
he would deny the application 

“In my opinion,” he said, “applicant 
has failed to establish that there is no 
adequate service now available. There is 
also serious doubt as to its fitness, for it 
appears from this record that, contrary 
to our leasing rules, applicant has been 
and is leasing equipment with drivers 
to the shipper supporting this applica- 
tion.” 

The division said that since 1947, the 
shipper, Wm. Laubach & Sons, Inc., had 
been using the services of the applicant 
under its general-commodity authority 
in connection with inbound shipments 
from New York City and for outbound 
deliveries to points in Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey 

“In the latter part of 1956,” the divi- 
sion continued, “shipper was forced by an 
employe strike to discontinue the par- 
cel-delivery service which it had thereto- 
fore performed with its own Vehicles. 
It then sold its vehicles to applicant 
which in turn leased them with drivers 
to the shipper for the purpose of resum- 
ing the parcel-delivery service in the 
territory covered by this application. Be- 
cause of doubt concerning the legality 
of the lease arrangement applicant seeks 
the requested certificate.” 

The Joint Northeastern Motor Carrier 
Association, Inc., opposed the applica- 
tion, the division said. 





Switching Provision Changes 
Authorized in Two Cases 


The Commission, division 3, by a re- 
port and order on reconsideration and 
further hearing in American Smelting & 
Refining Co., Ex Parte No. 104, Practices 
of Carriers Affecting Operating Revenues 
or Expenses, Part II, Terminal Services, 
has found that certain switching serv- 
ices proposed by the Denver & Rio 
Grande Western Railroad in receiving 
and delivering carload traffic for the 
American Smelting and Refining Co. at 
Leadville, Colo., are services which the 
railroad is obligated to perform under 
line-haul rates. The division also modi- 
fied, accordingly, findings in prior reports 
in the proceeding. The proposed switch- 
ing provisions would allow the raiload to: 


“(a) Deliver under its line-haul rates 
inbound loaded cars to any unloading 
point or other points in the plant on the 
tracks of the industry as may be desig- 
nated by the industry, provided such 
delivery can be made without interrup- 
tion, caused by the industry, to such 
designated spot. 


“(b) Receive under its line-haul rates 
outbound loaded cars from the plant at 
loading points or other points on the 
tracks of the plant, as may be designated, 
when such loaded cars can be moved by 
respondent from the tracks of the in- 
dustry to the respondent’s tracks with- 
out interruption caused by the industry. 


“(c) Make reasonable’ switching 
charges for any terminal movement of 
inbound or outbound loaded cars in ex- 
cess of the foregoing specified movements, 
when such additional movements shall 
be performed by respondent at the re- 
quest of the industry.” 

In an order in another proceeding, 
John Morrell & Co. Terminal Allowance, 
Ex Parte No. 104, Practices of Carriers 
Affecting Operating Revenues or Ex- 
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penses, Part II, Terminal Services, the 
entire Commission modified a prior order 
in the proceeding so as to exclude from 
its provisions all the respondent railroads 
except the Wabash. 

The prior order required the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy, the Milwaukee, St. 
Paul & Pacific, the Chicago, Rock Is- 
land & Pacific, and the Wabash rail- 
roads to cease and desist, and thereafter 
to abstain from paying John Morrell & 
Co., of Ottumwa, Ia., an allowance in 
lieu of switching in connection with ter- 
minal services rendered in the receipt 
and delivery of carload freight at the 
shipper’s plant at Ottumwa. 


In the instant order, in response to a 
petition by the respondent railroads for 
reopening, reconsideration and vacation 
of the prior order, the Commission said 
that the respondents had made “a proper 
showing” that those of them that owned 
and maintained tracks at their own ex- 
pense within the Morrell plant had en- 
tered into a lease arrangement in which 
Morrell would maintain the tracks at its 
expense, and pay the railroads annual 
rental based on 6 per cent of the fair 
value of the tracks. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will not be printed 


in full in the permanent series of Com- 
mission reports. Mimeographed copies of 
such reports in full may be obtained by 
prompt application to the Commission. 





Cleaning and Lighter Fluid 


No. 32037, Sterling Drug, Inc. v. Luck- 
enbach Steamship Co., Inc. By division 
2. Modified procedure followed. Com- 
plaint dismissed on finding applicable, 
and not shown unjust or unreasonable, 
rates charged on about 25 shipments of 
commodities described by the defendant 
as Energine cleaning fluid and Energine 
lighter fluid, and which complainant 
contends is petroleum naptha, moved on 
and between March 28, 1953, and March 
26, 1955, from New York, N-Y., and Bos- 
ton, Mass., to Seattle, Wash., and Los 
Angeles and San Francisco, Calif. The 
division said that the rates charged on 
the cleaning fluid were $1.93 a 100 pounds, 
minimum 36,000 pounds, or $2.32, mini- 
mum 20,000 pounds and $3.09 on less- 
carload shipments under the commodity 
description “cleaning compounds, N.O.S.” 
The rate charged on the lighter fluid was 
the less-carload rate of $3.11, published 
on “liquid or paste, cigar or cigarette 
lighting.” The division said that the 
complainant sought the application of 
rates of $1.29 in carloads and $2.28 in 
less-carloads, published in item 2610 of 
Agent Brown’s I.C.C. No. 1, which reads: 
“Oil, petroleum and its products, N.OS., 
classified fifth class under heading of 
“petroleum or petroleum products, in- 
cluding compound oils or greases having 
a petroleum base” as shown in Western 
classification.” The division concluded 
that the descriptions providing the as- 
sailed rates were more specific on the 
commodities shipped than those descrip- 
tions providing the rates sought by the 
complainant. It said that there was lit- 
tle evidence of record to support the 
contention that the assailed rates were 
unjust and unreasonable. The rates in 
item 2610 were not shown to be the just 
end reasonable maximum rates and the 
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comparisons of values of related com- 
modities, standing alone, were of little 
value, the division said. It was noted that 
Commissioner Murphy concurred in the 
result. 


Rubber 


I. and S. M-8615, Rubber—Southwest 
to Ind., Mich., O., embracing I. and S 
M-9008, Synthetic Rubber—La. to Cen- 
tral Territory. By division 3. Modified 
procedure followed. Reduced motor car- 
rier commodity rates on crude artificial 
synthetic or neoprene rubber, loose or in 
packages, from points in Texas and Lake 
Charles, La., to points in Indiana, Ken- 
tucky, Michigan, New York, Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania and West Virginia, under con- 
sideration in the title proceeding, and 
from Lake Charles and West Lake 
Charles, La., to points in Illinois, In- 
diana, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne- 
braska and Wisconsin, in the embraced 
proceeding, minima 30,000, 60,000 and 
70,000 pounds, found just and reason- 
able except 70,000-pound rates for joint- 
line movements. Latter rates ordered 
canceled on or before February 28 on 
not less than one day’s notice. The 
schedules in the title proceeding were 
filed to become effective June 11, 1956 
and later by parties to a tariff of the 
Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, the 
division said, adding that on protest of 
southwestern rail lines, operation of the 
schedules was suspended until January 
11, 1957, and the respondents thereafter 
voluntarily postponed the effective date 
indefinitely. In the embraced proceed- 
ing, it said, parties to a bureau tariff 
proposed the rates effective October 8, 
1956, but on protest of the same rail- 
roads, operation of the schedules was 
suspended until May 8, 1957, when re- 
spondents postponed the effective date 
until December 4, 1957, when they be- 
came effective. The division said the 
proposed 60,000-pound rates in both pro- 
ceedings were designed to be on a parity 
with the rail rates. However, it said, 
on December 28, 1956, as a result of 
Ex Parte No. 206, the rail rates were 
increased by 5 per cent and since that 
time had been from five to nine cents 
in excess of the proposed motor rates. 
Prior to December 13, 1956, it said, the 
rail 70,000-pound rates were in certain 
instances greater than and in other in- 
stances less than the proposed rates. 
A reduction on that date, plus the sub- 
sequent application on December 28, 
1956, of the Ex Parte No. 206 increase 
of 5 per cent, resulted in rates with 
this minimum which were generally 
10 to 16 cents under the proposed truck 
rates. The division added that the Ex 
Parte No. 206 increase had not been 
applied to either the present or pro- 
posed motor rates at these minima and 
the proposed rates subject to minima of 
60,000 and 70,000 pounds were restricted 
to apply only when the consignor loaded 
and the consignee unloaded. The divi- 
sion showed that the present rates, in 
the title case, from Lake Charles, La., 
to Youngstown, O., for example, were 
174 cents, minimum 30,000 pounds, 154 
cents, minimum 60,000 pounds, and 136 
cents, minimum 70,000 pounds. On this 
traffic, the respondents proposed to re- 
duce the 6,000-pound rate to 153 cents. 
The present rail rate was shown as 171 
cents, minimum 60,000 pounds. In the 
embraced case, the proposed rates from 
Lake Charles and West Lake Charles to 


Chicago were shown as 148 cents, 128 
cents and 116 cents, minima 30,000, 60,000 
and 70,000 pounds, respectively. The 
present truck rates and the rail rates 
on this traffic were not of record, di- 
vision 3 said. On the basis of the re- 
stated costs, the division said, it 
appeared that the proposed rates would 
be generally compensatory, except the 
70,000-pound rates for joint-line hauls 
According to the respondents, the di- 
vision added, they intend to apply the 
5 per cent increase authorized in Ex 
Parte 206 to the 60,000-pound rates when 
they become effective which would 
further enhance their compensatory 
character. The proceeding was dis- 
continued. 


Assembling Rates 


I. and S. M-10040, Assembling Rates 
Expressways, Inc. By division 3. Modi- 
fied procedure followed. Schedules order- 
ed canceled on or before February 28, on 
not less than one day’s notice on finding 
just and reasonable proposed reduced 
assembling rates on less-truckload traffic 
from certain points in Michigan to Chi- 
cago and Cicero, Ill. The reductions were 
proposed in schedules filed to become ef- 
fective August 5, 1957 by Expressways, Inc.., 
a party to certain tariffs of the Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, the divi- 
sion said, adding that, on protest of the 
bureau, operation of the schedules was 
suspended to and including March 4. The 
present assembling class rate, published 
by the bureau and participated in by the 
respondent, represented 85.3 to 79.7 per 
cent of the normal class basis, the divi- 
sion said, adding that under the proposed 
adjustment the respondent would cancel 
its participation in the protestant’s tariff 
The proposed rates reflected from 69.3 to 
65.1 per cent of the normal class basis 
The division said that there were of 
record no cost data and it was not satis- 
fied that the proposed rates would not 
constitute an unfair and destructive com- 
petitive practice in contravention of the 
national transportation policy. 


Aluminum Ingots 


I. and S. M-10058, Aluminum Ingots— 
Detroit to Twin Cities, Minn. By divi- 
sion 2. Modified procedure followed. Or- 
der of suspension vacated and proceeding 
discontinued on finding just and reason- 
able reduced rates in cents per 100 
pounds, of 126 cents and 120 cents, min- 
imum 23,000 and 30,000 pounds, respec- 
tively, on aluminum ingots from Detroit, 
Mich., to Twin Cities. The division said 
the rates were filed to become effective 
August 9, 1957, in lieu of rates of 142 
and 133 cents, minimum 20,000 and 
30,000 pounds, respectively, by carrier 
parties to certain tariffs of the Middle- 
west Motor Freight Bureau, in order 
to equal the aggregate of intermediate 
rates maintained in part by other motor 
carriers on this commodity from and to 
the same points. On protest of the .Cen- 
tral Territory railroads, it said, opera- 
tion of the schedules was suspended to 
and including March 8. The division 
said the proposed rates compared favor- 
ably with the rates of motor carriers 
presently moving this traffic and that 
they appeared to be reasonably com- 
pensatory and no lower than necessary 
to meet existing competition. 


Meats, Packinghouse Products 


I. and S. M-9868, Fresh Meats, Etc.— 
Denver to Illinois, Indiana, Missouri, Iowa. 
By division 3. Modified procedure fol- 
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lowed. Schedules ordered canceled o: or 
before February 24, on not less than ne 
day’s notice, on finding not shown ust 
ana reasonable proposed reduced rtes 
on meats and packinghouse products 
from Denver, Colo., to Indianapolis, | 
St. Louis, Mo., and the Tri-Cities, Ia.-1)) 
The division said the proposed rates were 
filed to become effective June 27, 1957 
and later, by Knaus Truck Lines, Inc. On 
protest of the Rocky Mountain Motor 
Tariff Bureau, Inc., and Western Trunk 
Line Territory railroads, operation of the 
schedules was suspended to and includ- 
ing January 26. As an example of the 
proposed and present rates, the division 
said the proposed rates were 154 cents a 
i00 pounds, minimum 25,000 pounds, to 
Indianapolis and 134 cents, same mini- 
mum, to St. Louis, and that the present 
rates were 197 cents, minimum 20,000 
pounds, and 179 cents, minimum 25,000 
pounds, to Indianapolis and 149 cents 
minimum 18,000 pounds, to St. Louis. The 
division said that neither the limited rate 
comparisons of record nor the respond- 
ent’s cost data would support a finding 
that the proposed rates were compensa- 
tory. Commissioner Murphy concured-in- 
part. 


lron and Steel Articles 


MC-C-1854, Rollohome Corp. v. Neuen- 
dorf Transportation Co., et al. By divi- 
sion 2. Modified procedure followed 
Proceeding discontinued on determining 
just and reasonable rates for the past 
on 38 truckload shipments of iron and 
steel articles, from Detroit, Dearborn 
and Grand Rapids, Mich., to Marshfield, 
Wis., on and between August 19, 1953, 
and May 20, 1955. Charges were based 
on joint through fourth class rates of 
$1.26 a 100 pounds, minimum 20,000 
pounds, from Detroit and Dearborn to 
Marshfield, and $1.09 (an _ erroneous 
charge of $1.15 was made for one ship- 
ment), minimum 20,000 pounds, from 
Grand Rapids to Marshfield, the division 
said. It said that the lowest combination 
rate from Detroit-Dearborn, maintained 
at the same time, was 94 cents and from 
Grand Rapids, 86 cents, prior to March 
15, 1955, and on and after that date, 
78 cents. The division found that the 
charges collected were unjust and un- 
reasonable to the extent that they ex- 
ceeded those which would have accrued 
at the combinations of intermediate 
rates contemporeaneously in effect from 
and to the same points. As the mini- 
mum truckload charges under the pres- 
ent through rates were lower than the 
respective combinations of intermediate 
rates, it said, there was no basis for 
a finding of unreasonableness for the 
future. 


Class Rates 


I. and S. No. 6800, Class Rates—Provi- 
dence-Philadelphia Dispatch, Inc. By 
division 3. Modified procedure followed 
Schedule orders canceled on or before 
February 20, on not less than one day's 
notice, and proceeding discontinued, on 


finding not shown just and reasonable 


proposed reduced freight-forwarder class 
rates on traffic classified Class 65 and 
higher from points in Connecticut, Mas- 
sachusetts and Rhode Island to point: 
in Delaware, District of Columbia, Mary 
land, New Jersey and Pennsylvania. Th‘ 
division said the reductions were con 
tained in schedules filed to become ef 
fective August 19, 1957, by Providence 
Philadelphia Dispatch, Inc., but that 0! 
protest of the Middle Atlantic Confer- 
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el operation of the schedules was sus- 
pe ded to and including March 18. As 
an -xample of the rates involved between 
Bo ton, Mass., and Trenton, NJ., the 
div sion’s report showed that the pres- 
ent rates for Class 70 traffic were 216 
cents a 100 pounds on shipments less 
than 2,000 pounds, 184 cents on ship- 
ments weighing 2,000 to 5,999 pounds, 
al 163 cents on shipments weighing 
6,000 pounds or more. The respective 
proposed rates were shown as 200 cents, 
174 cents, and 153 cents. The division 
said that the principal justification for 
the proposed rates, according to the 
proponent, was to meet existing competi- 
tion. However, it said that proposed re- 
duced rates might not receive its ap- 
proval without some indication that they 
would not be burdensome on other traffic 
and would not result in unfair or de- 
structive competition. No such showing 
has been made, it said. 


lard 


I. and S. M-9941, Lard, Etc.—Cincin- 
nati, O. to Kansas City, Mo. By division 
2. Modified procedure followed. Schedules 
dered canceled on or before February 
24, on not less than one day’s notice, and 
roceeding discontinued, on finding net 
shown just and reasonable a rate of 103 
ents a 100 pounds, minimum 30,000 
pounds, on lard, lard compounds and 
vegetable-oil shortening from Cincin- 
nati to Kansas City. The division said 
that the rate was contained in sched- 
les published to become effective July 


12, 1957, by the Middlewest Motor Freight 
Bureau on request of Western Trucking 
Co., and Toedebusch Transfer, Inc. On 
protest of the Central Territory railroads, 
the division said, operation of the sched- 
ule was suspended to and including Feb- 
ruary 11. The present rate was 107 cents, 
minimum 30,000 pounds, and was the 
same as the corresponding rail piggyback 
rate, with which the respondent sought 
to compete. The division said that the 
average cost figures as were of record for 
the respondents, were sufficiently higher 
than the minimum earnings to support 
a conclusion that the rate proposed was 
not shown just and reasonable. 


RAILROAD ABANDONMENTS 


Reading Co. 


By an application in Finance No. 20052, 
the Reading Co. has asked the Commis- 
sion for authority to abandon that por- 
tion of its Potts Hi-Line branch extend- 
ing from a point approximately 8,264 
feet east of Locust Summit station, on 
the Mahanoy and Shamokin branch, in 
an easterly direction, a distance of ap- 
proximately 1,698 feet, to its terminus, 
all located within Conyngham Township, 
Columbia County, Pa. The applicant 
said that it desired to abandon the line 
so as to permit the strip mining of coal 
and to relieve applicant of the burden of 
maintaining the line. 












COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will not be printed 
| in full in the permanent series of motor 
| carrier reports of the Commission. Mime- 
| graphed copies of such reports in full 

may be obtained by prompt application 
to the Commission. 





MC-110943, Sub. 2, Edward Wiebelt 
Service Co., Inc., Akron, O., Extension— 
Replace Parts and Equipment. Certificate 
granted. Replacement or repair parts or 
equipment for wrecked or disabled mo- 
tor vehicles, between points in a speci- 
fed part of Ohio and points ‘in IIl., Ind., 
Ky., Mass., Mich., Mo., N.Y., Pa., Va., and 
W.Va., over irregular routes. 

MC-19201, Sub. 101, Pennsylvania 
Truck Lines, Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa., Ex- 
tension—Degolia and Port Allegany, Pa. 
Certificate granted, with authority for 
jual operations. General commodities, 
with exceptions, (1) between Emporium 
and Port Allegany, Pa., and return, over 
4 specified route; (2) between Ridgway 
ind Degolia, Pa., over U.S. Highway 219: 
3) between junction U.S. Highways 219 
ind 6, near Lantz Corners, Pa., and 
Smethport, Pa., over U.S. Highway 6, 
erving all intermediate points on those 
outes which are stations on the Penn- 
yivania Railroad’s rail lines, serving 
Degolia for interchange only, and the 
iighway junction for joinder only, and 
4) between St. Marys, Pa., and the 
inction of US. Highway 219 and 
Pennsylvania Highway 255, over the lat- 
‘er, serving no intermediate points, and 
erving the junction for joinder only, 

bject to conditions. 

* MC-43038, Sub. 403, Commercial Car- 
tiers, Inc., Detroit, Mich., Extension— 
West Coast. Certificate denied. Over ir- 
regular routes, motor vehicles, in initial 
novements, by truckaway, from the Cad- 
lac Motor Car Division of General Mo- 


tors Corp. at Detroit, Mich., to points 
in Ariz., Calif., Colo., Idaho, Mont., Nev., 
N.M., Ore., Utah, Wash., and Wyo. 


* MC-82735, Sub. 1, Hudson-Bergen 
Trucking Co., North Bergen, N.J., Ex- 
tension—Nassau County, N.Y. Interim 
permit granted. Wholesale and retail 
grocery store merchandise, from North 
Bergen, N.J., to points in Nassau, Suffolk, 
and Westchester counties, N.Y., over ir- 
regular routes, with conditions, limited 
to service under continuing contract or 
contracts with the North Hudson Grocery 
Co., of North Bergen. Commissioner Wal- 
rath dissented in part. 

MC-52986, Sub. 9, Northwest Freight 
Lines, Inc., Billings, Mont., Extension— 
Spokane. Certificate granted. General 
commodities, with exceptions, (1) be- 
tween Helena, Mont., and Garrison, 
Mont., over U.S. Highway 10N, and (2) 
between Missoula, Mont., and Spokane, 
Wash., over U.S. Highway 10, serving all 
intermediate points on both routes, sub- 
ject to the restriction that at inter- 
mediate points in Idaho no service be 
rendered on shipments moving to or 
from Spokane. 


* MC-83539, Sub. 19, C & H Transpor- 
tation Co., Inc., Dallas, Tex., Exten- 
sion—Memphis, embracing MC-88380, 
Sub. 9, O. L. Harvey, Extension—Shelby 
County, Tenn.; MC-103066, Sub. 10, Van 
Stone, Extension—Pipe from Memphis, 
Tenn.; MC-105553, Sub. 25, C. J. Simpson 
Trucking Co., Inc., Extension—Memphis, 
Tenn. (formerly entitled C. J. Simpson, 
Extension—Memphis, Tenn.), and MC- 
113459, Sub. 9, H. J. Jeffries Truck Line, 
Inc., Extension—Memphis, Tenn. Cer- 
tificates granted. Further hearing held 
in all proceedings but MC-105553, Sub. 
25. In all but MC-105553, Sub. 25, over 
irregular routes, pipe, except the string- 
ing or picking-up of pipe in connection 
with the stringing or dismantling of 
main or truck pipelines, from Memphis, 
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Tenn., to points in Kan. and Okla., sub- 
ject to restrictions (1) that such ship- 
ments not be interchanged with other 
carriers at points in Kan. or Okla., and 
(2) that authority granted not be 
“tacked” or combined with any other 
presently-held authority to perform a 
through service. Service to points in 
Illinois also authorized in MC-103066, 
Sub. 10. The destination state of Illi- 
nois was added. In MC-105553, Sub. 
25, over irregular routes, oilfield pipe, 
from Memphis to points in Ark., Kan., 
La., Miss., N.M., Okla., and Tex. 

MC-7746, Sub. 80, United Truck Lines, 
Inc., Spokane, Wash., Extension—Spo- 
kane, Wash., and Great Falls, Mont., 
embracing MC-52465, Sub. 14, Western 
Express, Extension—Kalispell, Mont.; 
MC-52465, Sub. 15, Western Express, Ex- 
tension—Missoula, Mont., and MC-107353, 
Sub. 8, Harold Morse and Henry J. Ho- 
lien, Extension—Spokane, Wash., and 
Great Fals, Mont. Certificates granted. 
Over specified regular routes, and return, 
general commodities, with exceptions. In 
title case, between Spokane, Wash., and 
Great Falls, Mont., serving specified in- 
termediate points and with service at 
Spokane for joinder only, with restric- 
tion and conditions. In MC-107353, Sub. 
8, between Spokane and Great Falls, 
serving specified intermediate points, 
with restriction. In MC-52465, Sub. 14, 
(1) between Great Falls and Browning, 
Mont., and (2) between Great Falls and 
Shelby, Mont., serving all intermediate 
points en route with conditions. In MC- 
52465, Sub. 15, between Great Falls and 
Missoula, Mont., serving all intermediate 
points, with conditions. 

MC-599, Sub. 2, Bingler Vacation Tours, 
Inc., Paterson, N.J., Extension—Race 
Tracks in New Jersey, now reentitled 
Manhattan Transit Co., Extension—Race 
Tracks in New Jersey, embracing MC- 
599, Sub. 3, Bingler Vacation Tours, Inc., 
Extension—Special Operations, now re- 
entitled Manhattan Transit Co., (Same), 
and MC-599, Sub. 6, Bingler Vacation 
Tours, Inc., Extension—Charles Town, 
W.Va., now reentitled Manhattan Transit 
Co., (Same). Certificate dexied in title 
case, and certificates granted in embraced 
cases. Over irregular routes, passengers 
and their baggage in special round-trip 
operations during the racing seasons, with 
no pickup or discharge of passengers en 
route, at, in title case, specified race 
tracks, and, in Sub. 3, beginning and 
ending at Newark or Paterson, N.J., and 
extending to Yonkers, Roosevelt, Aqe- 
duct, Jamaica, and Belmont Park race 
tracks, and, in Sub. 6, beginning and 
ending at New York, N.Y., and extending 
to Charles Town Race Track, Charles 
Town, W.Va. 

MC-36832, Sub. 9, American Transit 
Lines, Inc., Chicago, Ill., Extension—Ford 
Plant Site. Certificate denied. General 
commodities, with exceptions, serving the 
Ford Motor Co. stamping plant near 
Chicago Height, Ill., in connection with 
authorized operations. 

*MC-55811, Sub. 34, Craig Trucking, 
Inc., Albany, Ind., Extension—Pecatonica, 
Ill. Certificate denied. Foodstuffs and 
food preparations, from points in Winne- 
bago County, Ill., to Indianapolis, Mad- 
ison, Muncie, and Seymour, Ind., St. 
Louis, Mo., Cincinnati, Columbus, Dayton, 
Springfield, and Xenia, O., and Louis- 
ville, Ky., and damaged shipments of the 
aforementioned commodities on return, 
over irregular routes. 
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MC-116367, Emil Klein, dba Miro’s 
Express, Flushing, N.¥., Common Carrier 
Application. Certificate granted. Over ir- 
regular routes, between New 
York, N.Y.., points in Nassau and 
Westchester counties, N.Y., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Camp Weelock, 
at or near Accord, N.Y., Camp Lexington, 
at or near Lexington, N.Y.. Camp May- 
fair, at or near Hunter, N.Y., Camp Tel- 
Yehuds, at or near Barryville, N.Y., Camp 
Betar, at or near Neversink, N.Y., Camp 
Bryden Lake, at or near Andes, N.Y 
Camp Modin, at or near Canaan, Me., 
Camp Moshava, at or near Gelatt, Pa., 
and Camp Deerfield at or near Wilming- 
ton, Vt.. during the season extending 
from June 1 to September 30, inclusive, 
each year 

MC-114364, Sub. 23, Wright Motor 
Lines, Inc., Rocky Ford, Colo., Extension 
—Layton, Utah. Certificate granted, Com- 
missioner Walrath noting dissent. Over 
irregular routes, sugar, from Layton, 
Utah, to points in Kansas 
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UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


FD. N 
Railroad C 


suthorizi 


a izing 


Order I 
Lake Erie 
Certficates 
Lake Erie 
and liability i 
975,000 of Pitt 
road equipment 
equipment-trust 


fellon 


20024, Pittsburgh & 
Equipment Trust 
the Pittsburg i 
assume 
Lake 
1958 
ates u > issued 
k and Trust Co., as 
98.79 per cent of prin- 
vidends in connection 
1e1 of certain new equip- 
Commissioner Clarke 


not 


in F.D. No 
Im Note 
f February 2 
$232 50K principal 
sory note 
Approved 


participating 


19410 
which 
1957, so as 
amount 


that 


F.D. Ni 20012, Chicago 
Island & Pacific Railroad Co. Equipment 
Trust Certificates, authorizing the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pa Railroad to assume 
obligation and liability, as guarantor, in 
spect of not exceeding $4,620,000 of Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad equip- 
ment-trust certificates Series T, bearing 
dividends at the rate of 342 per cent per 
annum, to be issued by the First National 
Bank of Chicago, as trustee, and sold at 
99.146 per cent of principal and accrued 
dividends connection with the purchase 
of certain new equipment Approved 


Rock 


re- 


upplemental order in F. D. No. 19969 
altimore & Ohio Railroad Co. Equipment 
Trust Certificates, authorizing the Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad to obligation and 
liability, as guarantor, in respect of not 
exceeding $3,435,000 of Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad equipment-trust certificates, series 
JJ. bearing dividends at the rate of 3-34 
per cent per annum, to be issued by the 
United States Trust Co ff New York, as 
trustee, and sold at 99.3886 per cent of prin- 
cipal and accrued dividends in connection 
with the procurement of certain new equip- 
ment. Approved 


assume 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


MC-F-6801, B and P Motor Lines, Inc.— 
Purchase—B. & P. Motor Lines. Application 
B and P Motor Lines, Inc., Hazelwood, 
for temporary operation of the motor- 
carrier rights and properties of Howell 
Bryson, Nemiah Goldstein and Bernard 
Goldstein, partners, doing business as B 
and P Motor Lines, also of Hazelwood, 
granted, with conditions 
> > > 

MC-F-6720, West Motor Freight, Inc.— 
Purchase—Eugene Gluck Temporary au- 
thority granted November 18, 1957, for West 
Motor Freight, Inc., to lease a portion of 
the motor-carrier properties of Eugene 


Gluck, doing business as Gluck Motor Serv- 
ice, modified January 17, 1958, to cover all 
of lessor’s operating rights, with conditions 


E. Welby—Control 
Inc Application of 
of Boston, Mass., for tem- 
through management, of 
carrier rights and properties of 
Truck Lines, Inc., of Omaha, Neb 
with conditions 


MC-F-6781 
Mercury 
Thomas E. Welby 
porary control 
the motor 
Mercury 
granted 


Thomas 
Truck Lines 


MC-F-6191 


Control 


Consolidated Freightways, In« 
and Merger—Clipper Transit Co 
embracing Finance No. 19251, Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc Securities On reconsid- 
eration, petition by protestants for recon- 
Sideration denied to the extent it sought 
relief other than the instant reconsideration 
and findings in prior report as supple- 
mented by the instant report, affirmed In 
the title case, acquisition by Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc of control of Clipper 
Transit Co. and Acme Equipment Co., both 

Manitowoc Wis through purchase of 
capital stock, and merger of the operating 
rights and property of Clipper and the prop- 
erty of Acme into Consolidated for owner- 
ship, management, and operation, and, in 
the embraced case, issuance by Consolidated 
of 11,112 shares of its common capital stock 


par value $2.50 each, in exchange for the 


TrRAFFIc \ 


capital stock of Clipper and Acme, ap; 
and authorized. Applicants’ motion to 
the petition overruled. Commissioners M 
ell and Clarke did not participate 
disposition of these cases 
. . . 
MC-F-6435 Transcon 
Missouri-Oklahoma Express, Inc Al 
tion of Transcon Lines, of Los Ar 
Calif., for authority to purchase the 
ing rights of Missouri-Oklahoma Ex 
Inc., of Chicago, Ill., and of Scribner B 
bach for authority to acquire control 
operating rights through the purchass 
nied 


Lines—Pur 


MC-F-6789, The Adley 
Romeo J 
Adley Express 


for temporary 


Express Co 
Lavigne Applicati 
Co., New Haven, ¢ 
operation of the motor 
rier rights and properties of Rome 
Lavigne doing business as Lavigne 
Wing Express, of Berlin, N.H., granted 


chase 


Phe 


Freight Lines, I 
Roland C. Ames M 
Application of @ 
of Brockton, Mas 


MC-F-6786, Quinn 
Control and Merger 
Transportation, Inc 
Freight Lines, Inc 
temporary control through manageme! 
the motor carrier rights and properti 
Roland C. Ames Motor Transportation 
of Woodsville, N.H granted, with 
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ORDERS 


Section 5a Agreement 
Application Dismissed 


An application by Isthmian Steamship 
Co. (now named Tri-Coast Steamship 
Co.) and States Marine Corp. of Delaware 
relating to procedures for joint consid- 
eration, initiation or establishment of 
rates, rules or charges applicable to the 
intercoastal trade between Gulf and Pa- 
cific coast ports, has been dismissed by 
the Commission, division 2 

The dismissal was by an order in sec- 
tion 5a application No. 56, Gulf Inter- 
coastal Conference—Agreement, issued in 
response to a letter by C. Y. Roberts, 
secretary of the conference. Mr. Roberts 
informed the Commission that only one 
member of the conference was presently 
operating and no applications for admis- 
sion were pending. He requested dismis- 
sal of the application without prejudice 

In a report in the proceeding, dated 
June 19, 1956, the division found that 
approval of the agreement therein estab- 
lishing the conference and providing 
procedures outlined above was not pro- 
hibited by paragraphs 4, 5, or 6 of section 
5a of the act. The division also found 
that such an agreement was in further- 
ance of the national transportation 
policy and, therefore, that the relief from 
anti-trust laws provided in paragraph 9 
of section 5a should apply, but it with- 
held entry of an order of approval “pend- 
ing advice that applicants assent to the 
conditions of the approval specified and 
that such agreement has been amended 
accordingly” (T.W., July 14, 1956, p. 34). 

The division, in the instant order 
noted, that the applicants had not com- 
plied with the specified conditions. 

Under section 5a of the act, the so- 
called Reed-Bulwinkle section, carriers 
are relieved from the provisions of the 
anti-trust laws with respect to agree- 
ments among themselves for the making 
of rates, and related matters, when such 
agreements have Commission approval 


Motor Carrier Report Form 


The Commision, division 2, has issued 
an order relating to its motor carrier 


Form D (‘Class I M 
Passengers) requiring m 
carriers of passengers having gross 
erating revenues of $200,000 or mors 
year to file the report commencing wit) 
the year ended Decmber 31, 1957, and fo 
subsequent years. The division said that 
the order made minor changes “resulting 
from the _ reclassification of moto 
carriers.” 


annual report 
Carriers of 


Water Equipment-Leasing 


Firms Granted Exemptions 


The Commission, division 1, has ex- 
empted two water carrier equipment- 
leasing firms from the provisions of 
Part III of the interstate commerce 
act, which relates to the regulation of 
certain water carriers 

By an order in W-62, Lester F. Alex- 
ander Co—Exemption Sections 302(e 
and 303‘(e), the division, to give effect 
to a determination in that case, reopened 
an earlier proceeding in another case 
in which a partnership doing business as 
United Marine Co. had been exempted 
from Part III of the act in so far as 
it engaged in leasing barges to marine 
contractors, pipe line contractors, and 
U.S. engineers, and derricks and tugs 
to marine contractors for the interstate 
transportation of heavy machinery, iron 
or steel pipe, or materials and supplies 
owned by such contractors or the US 
between construction, dredging, or re- 
pair sites on the Mississippi River anc 
waters tributary thereto south of and 
including Baton Rouge, La., and on the 
intracoastal canal between Florida and 
Texas and waters tributary thereto 

The determination made in the instant 
case was, for one, that the partnershiy 
of United Marine had been dissolved and 
that its business and floating equipmen 
had been acquired by American Marine 
Corp., of New Orleans, La., which was 
continuing the former’s business and Ww 
seeking a similar exemption order, t! 
division said. 

The division ordered the same exem 
tion for American Marine as was grant 
to United Marine in the earlier procee: 
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and also rescinded the earlier order 
npting United Marine from Part III 
SIONS 
a similar order in W-375, W. Horace 
ams Co.—Exemption, Section 302(e), 
vision ordered the exemption from 
III of the act for Williams-Mc- 
ams Industries, Inc., insofar as that 
any engaged in furnishing for com- 
ition, under charter, lease, or other 
ements, its vessels to persons other 
ommon carriers subject to the act, 
ise of such vessels in marine con- 
tion 
illiams-McWilliams, which was form- 
the merger of the properties of 
WwW. Horace Williams Co., Inc., and Mc- 
Williams Dredging Co., Inc., in which 
mer company was dissolved, was 
iuing the business in which the dis- 
company had been engaged, the 
ion said 
rhe exemption granted to Williams- 
McWilliams was the same as that which 
escinded for the W. Horace Wil- 
Co., the division said 


Louisiana Rate Investigation 


Includes Ex Parte 206 Hikes 


By a supplemental order in No. 32148, 
isiana Intrastate Freight Rates and 
es, the Commission, division 2, has 
idened its investigation into the state 
made or imposed on railroads op- 
in that state by authority of 
jisiana, so as to include Ex Parte No 
6 increases authorized by the I.C.C. on 
terstate traffic 
Responding to a petition of the rail- 
ids for increases in the state rates 
mparable to those authorized on inter- 
traffic in Ex Parte No. 196, the 
nal order directed an investigation 
state rates on cement (west of the 
Mississippi River only), liquefied petro- 
yas, sand, gravel and related arti- 
raw sugar, sugarcase; blackstrap 
lasses: clay and shale cinders: fer- 
er and fertilizer materials; sulphuric 
west of the river only) and bagasse 
rhe instant order amended the original 
‘der to broaden the scope of the investi- 
yn to include intrastate rates on the 
ecified commodities to the extent also 
that they failed to include increases 
esponding to those authorized in Ex 
Parte No. 206. Hearing was assigned for 
March 3 in the offices of the Louisiana 
blic Service Commission in Baton 
Rouge, La., before Examiner Richard S. 





Fares May Be Increased 


‘he Commission, by an order in No 

63, Commutation Fares, New York, 
Ne Jersey, Pennsylvania, has modified 
ts order of October 17, 1955, in No. 32140, 
reased Commutation Fares, N.Y., 
\ and Pa., to the extent necessary to 
permit two railroads to publish, file and 
Maintain schedules of increased com- 
mutation fares approved by the Commis- 
sion for application on other railroads 
in the area. 

‘he Commission’s 

er railroads 


approval for the 
was given in a report 

1 order in No. 31663 (T.W., Nov. 9, 
1957, p. 48). In a petition, the Erie and 
the Delaware, Lackawanna & Western 
ra lroads asked the Commission for au- 
thority to establish commutation fare 


reases identical to those approved by 
the L.C.C. (T.W., Dec. 7, 1957, p. 50). 
n the instant order, the Commission 


authorized the two railroads to file such 
increases effective on not less than 10 
days’ notice, subject to protest and pos- 
sible suspension. 


1.C.C. Refuses to Waive 
Safety, Lease Regulations 


The Commission has denied petitions 
asking it to waive provisions of its motor 
carrier safety regulations relating to 
qualifications of drivers and maximum 
hours of service of employes and require- 
ments with respect to inspection of 
vehicles and identification of vehicles 
under lease and interchange regulations 

By an order in Ex Parte MC-40, Quali- 
fications and Maximum Hours of Service 
of Employes of Motor Carriers and 
Safety of Operation and Equipment, and 
Ex Parte MC-43, Lease and Interchange 
of Vehicles by Motor Carriers, the Com- 
mission denied a joint petition of Hayes 
Freight Lines, Inc., Service Transfer and 
Storage, Inc., and Tomkins Motor Lines, 
Inc 

The Commission said that the peti- 
tioners had not established that it would 
be in the public interest or consistent 
with the purposes of the motor carrier 
safety regulations and the leasing regula- 
tions to waive existing regulations with 
respect to the qualifications of drivers 
or the maximum hours of service of 
employes, inspection of vehicles and the 
identification of vehicles, or that the 
existing regulations were unreasonable. 
It said further, that the petition was 
denied for the reason that the pleadings 
did not justify the relief sought 


New Tariff Circular Contains 
Rules for Publishing Fares 


The Commission has issued a new 
tariff circular, identified as No. 24, con- 
taining rules to govern the construction, 
filing and posting of passenger-fare pub- 
lications of rail or water common carriers. 
In a statement in connection therewith, 
the Commission said: 

“The new regulations, effective May 
1, 1958, constitute a complete revision of 
regulations governing the construction of 
passenger tariffs of railroads, including 
sleeping-car companies, and of common 
carriers by water, as well as tariffs of 
railroad and/or water carriers, when 
joined with motor common carriers 

‘In many instances, the regulations 
authorize methods of publication now 
permitted only by general permissions. 
Rules in the present tariff circulars which 
have become obsolete have been omitted. 

“Tariff circular 23, to be canceled by 
the new circular, applies to water car- 
riers and became effective in 1941 shortly 
after water carriers were made subject 
to I.C.C. jurisdiction. 

“Tariff circular 18-A, also to be cancel- 
ed by the new regulations, became effec- 
tive in 1911 to govern rail and water 
tariffs, and was amended in 1936 to apply 
to joint rail-water and/or motor tariffs.” 


Rail Report Forms Changes 


The Commission, division 2, has issued 
two orders making “minor changes” in 
the railroad annual report Form A, and 
in Form IBS—Income and Balance 
Sheet Items. 

The order making the changes in Form 
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A was made effective commencing with 
the year ended December 31, 1957, and 
for subsequent years. The order chang- 
ing Form IBS was made effective com- 
mencing with January, 1958, and 
monthly thereafter. 


The Commission issued another order 
making “minor changes” in the rules 
governing monthly reports of railroad 
accidents, effective January 1, except 
as to accidents occurring prior to that 
date. A 14-page index to the order was 
made up of numbered pages to be sub- 
stituted for pages in an appendix to an 
order of November 23, 1956, and of 
substituted numbered code items for re- 
porting accidents. 


Numerous Contract Carriers 
Get Notices of Conformity 


The Commission has made public a 
large group of notices informing motor 
contract carriers that their operations 
under outstanding permits issued to 
them as of August 22, 1957, were in con- 
formity with the new statutory defini- 
tion of contract carriage. The notices 
were sent to the following carriers: 

MC-806, Holloway Trucking & Supply 
Co., Hattiesburg, Miss.: MC-1218, Bowser 
& Campbell, Knox, Pa.; MC-2428 and 
Subs. 1, 5, 11, and 12, Harold Prang, do- 
ing business as H. Prang Trucking, Hope- 
lawn, (Perth Amboy), NJ.; MC-2855, 
Raymond Lee Hogge, dba R. L. Hogge, 
West Point, Va.; MC-8573, Ferraro 
Trucking Co., Inc., Brooklyn, N. Y.: MC- 
8813 and Sub. 1, Willard M. Tribby, New 
Castle, Pa.; MC-13600, Modern Piano 
Moving Co.; St. Louis, Mo.; MC-15727, 
Bond Transportation Ine., Woodbridge, 
N.J.; MC-17546, Harry A. Gorman and 
George Paterson dba, R. G. Delivery 
Service, Inc., Jersey City, N.J.: MC-29504, 
Louis W. Oliver, dba, Mosquero, N.M.; 
MC-29883 and Sub. 1, George Fairall, dba 
Fairall Trucking, Lincoln Park, Mich.; 
MC-29956 and Sub. 1, Van Cott Trucking 
Inc., Brooklyn, N.Y.; MC-30209, John 
O’Shea, Inc., Ridgefield Park, N.J. 


MC-30657 and Subs. 4, 6 and 7, Dixie 
Hauling Co., Atlanta, Ga.; MC-36173, 
Thomas Ingate & John Inguaggiato, dba 
O.K. Trucking Co., Newark, N.J.; MC- 
36422 and Subs. 4, 5 and 8, Merchants 
Contract Deliveries, Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo.; MC-38425, A. M. Hoffheiser, Mary- 
land Line, Md.; MC-38798, Clarence 
Edwards, Brooklyn, N.Y.; MC-42288, 
Michael J. Altieri, dba Reliable Food Car- 
riers Corp., Lynhurst, N.J.: MC-44509, 
Snyder Trucking Co., Columbus, O.; MC- 
48743, Dominick Punzo, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
MC-49071 and Sub. 1 and 4, John Kon- 
opka, Philadelphia, Pa.; MC-52652 and 
Sub. 2, Lawrence Motor Lines, Inc., 
Haverhill, Mass.; MC-52676 and Sub. 2, 
T. E. Fletcher, dba Fletcher Truck Lines, 
Halley, Pa.; MC-5585 and Sub. 3, Ed- 
mund B. Arehart and Ann C. Arehart, 
dba Arehart Trucking Co., Otsego, Mich.; 
MC-59521, and Sub. 1, Abraham Alpert, 
New Haven, Conn.; MC-59527 and Subs. 
4 and 5, W. S. Willson and J. H. Tietz, 
dba Bell Transit Co., Pittsburgh, Pa.; 
MC-63041 and Subs. 1 and 3, R. & R. 
Express, Inc., Baltimore, Md.; MC-65978, 
Philip R. Grimm, Akron, O. 


MC-66554, Parker Transfer & Ware- 
house Co., Inc., Kansas City, Kan.; MC- 
67156, Container Transport Co. (A Cor- 
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poration), Los Angeles, Calif.; MC- 
73870 and Sub. 2, Abraham B. Gendler, 
dba Liberty Gas & Oil Co., Omaha, Neb.:; 
MC-75430, Silver Flour Warehouse & 
Trucking Corp., Bronx, N.Y; MC-76179, 
Associated Retailers Suburban Delivery 
Co., St. Louis, Mo.; MC-77326, Beashear 
Truck Co., St. Louis, Mo.; MC-81814, 
Lompoc Truck Co., Lompoc, Calif.; MC- 
844, William H. McCormick, Rose A. Mc- 
Cormick, James A. McCormick, Joseph 
A. R. McCormick, and Elizabeth I. Mc- 
Cormick, dba McCormick’s Express, 
Camden, N.J.; MC-84556, M. M. & E. J. 
Amann, Pitsburgh, Pa.; MC-84702, Wil- 
liam Jones, St. Louis, Mo. 


MC-84704, A. J. Kaufmann, dba M. K. 
& G. Hauling Co., St. Louis, Mo.; MC- 
87161, Colaluca Trucking Co., Middlesex, 
N.J.: MC-88153, Fred Siegel, Inc., Hale- 
don, N.J.; MC-88680, Edith B. Grant, dba 
Grant Transfer, Scottsbluff, Neb.; MC- 
95222, Randall C. Mortensen, Alamosa, 
Colo.: MC-96150, Earl Millsap, Kansas 
City, Mo.; MC-96175, C. C. Moody, In- 
dependence, Mo.; MC-96193, Genessee 
Explosives Sales, Inc., Rochester, N.Y.; 
MC-96457, Polo Anglise, Stuart, Va.; MC- 
101623, C. E. Findley, Lancaster, Pa.; MC- 
104358, Sub. 3, Frank H. Jarrett, Oaks, 
Pa.; MC-106374, Subs. 2 and 3, Martin 
A. Stough, York, New Salem, Pa.; MC- 
106608, L. C. Reynolds, Massillon, O. 


MC-106652, Nicholas Dinella, Upper 
Darby, Pa.; MC-106780, John Aubrey 
Leisure, dba Leisure Trucking Service, 
Richmond, Ind.; MC-106813, Fred Capo- 
casa, dba Fox Valley Truck Line, Car- 
pentersville, Ill.; MC-108313, Subs. 1 and 
6, Caledonia Lines, Inc., Ontario, N-Y.; 
MC-108344, Ed Etter, dba Etter Truck- 
ing Co., Ft. Wayne, Ind.; MC-109352, 
Elizabeth Jane Atkinson, dba W. Hunter 
Atkinson, Philadelphia, Pa.; MC-109766, 
George F. Rung, Jr., dba Rung Trans- 
port, Chicago, Ill.; MC-110414, D’Amelio 
Transportation Co., Inc. Paterson, N.J.; 
MC-111095, B & D Trucking Co., Clifton, 
N.J.; MC-111156, Roy Eliason, Duchesne, 
Utah; MC-111202 and Subs. 3 and 4, 


Richard H. Bullock, Ellenville, N.Y.; 
MC-111350, Subs. 1, 2 and 5, Liquid 
Transit, Inc., Rhinebeck, N.Y.; MC- 
111540, William E. Loyd, dba Loyd 


Brothers Truck Line, Orrick, Mo. 


MC-111613 and Sub. 1, James M. Po- 
teat, dba Poteat Trucking Co., Jones- 
boro, Tenn.; MC-111907, Henry P. Hobbs, 
Loretto, Tenn.; MC-112763, Sub. 3, Wil- 
liam C. Woodard, dba Woodard Truck 
Lines, Springfield, Tenn.; MC-112823, 
J. A. Douglas Bailey, Bluefield, W.Va.; 
MC-113012, Sub. 2 and 5, Russell Sandt, 
Sunnyside, N.Y.; MC-113083, John F. 
Mahr, dba Mahr Brothers Transportation 
Corp., Rockville, Conn.; MC-113111, Sub. 
1, Washine Chemical Corp., Lodi, NJ.; 
MC-113249, Sub. 1, Frank Mariano, dba 
Empire State Transportation Co., Long 
Island City, N.Y.; MC-113443, Sub. 1, 
Ray W. Michael and Charles B. Shields, 
dba Rogers Truck Line, Independence, 
Mo.; MC-113463, W. I. Davis and C. M. 
Goen, dba Contract Carrier Co., Albu- 
querque, N.M.; MC-113526, Sub. 1, Van- 
over Bros., Inc., Owensboro, Ky.; MC- 
114055, Ray Kolnik and Harvey Kyle, Jr., 
dba Werrbeck Trucking Service, Wood- 
stock, Ill.; MC-114087, Decatur Petroleum 
Haulers Inc., Decatur, Ala.; MC-114595, 
Ralph & Erna Mae Flesch, Walden, 
Colo.; MC-114648, Arnold Salzeider, Vul- 
can, Mich.; MC-114753, L. W. Adkins, 
dba Packer’s Cartage, Stevensville, Mich.; 





MC-114901, Sub. 1, August Varoli & Ray- 
mond Varoli, dba Varoli and Son., 
Bridgeville, Pa.; MC-114907, Sub. 1, Wal- 
do D. Todd, Santa Fe, N.M.; MC-114981, 
George Harvey Corp., New York City, 
N.Y.; MC-115406, Charles A. Walls, 
Sudlersville, Md.; MC-115457, Sub. 1, Leo 
Sirois, Kankakee, Ill.; MC-115580, Haul- 
ers Service Inc., Vineland, N.J.; MC- 
115756, E. W. Reid and Sons, Pendleton, 
Ore.; MC-115828, Enos J. Palmer, Jr., Jop- 
lin, Mo.; MC-116148, Harry D. Wolf, New 
Bloomfield, Pa. 


MC-6857, Clayton McWhorter, Brook- 


ville, Ind.; MC-10380, and Sub. 2, Clar- 
ence G. Stadler & Emery W. Stadler, 


doing business as Emery W. Stadler, 
Minden, Neb.; MC-11315, William A 
Givens (W. A. Givens, Jr., Executor), 


Akron, O.; MC-14207, Harold W. Struve, 
dba Struve Truck Line, Deshler, Neb.; 
MC-17003, Bell Transportation Co., Inc., 
Medford, Mass.; MC-32486, Glynn M 
Lookabill & Ralph J. Morgan, dba K and 
Y Motor Lines, Asheville, N.C.; MC- 
39414 and Subs. 6 and 7, Tyler Truck 
Lines, Inc., Oakfield, N.Y.; MC-45877, 
Finkle’s Express, Inc., Clifton, N.J.; MC- 
46271, William C. Devenney, Inc., Wilm- 
ington, Del.; MC-76289, Mrs. Robert K 
Norton & Walter G. Kling, dba Norton 
Truck Line, New Orleans, La.: MC- 
77340, Violet R. Dickie Admx. Est. E. J. 
Dickie, dba Dickie Trucking Co., Bag- 


dad, Ariz.; MC-78773, John M. Shovel, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

MC-83617, Marshalltown Freighters, 
Inc., Marshalltown, Ia.: MC-84559, 


Charles Stodart, Buena Park, Calif.; MC- 
87088, Abe Ross, dba Abe Ross Truck 
Line, Denison, Tex.; MC-87228, Speedy 
Transport Inc., Stockton, Calif.; MC- 
90941, Louis A. Giovanelli, Chester, Pa.: 
MC-93616 and Sub. 3, F. C. Ingham, 
Monahans, Tex.; MC-95726, E. L. Fitz- 
gerald, Jr.. Ooltewah, Tenn.;: MC-100272, 
Buck Trucking Co. Inc., Brooklyn, N.Y.: 
MC-100684, and Sub. 2, Clifford A. Man- 
gus, dba Mangus Co., Lusk, Wyo., MC- 
101741, and Sub. 4, Thompson and Sons, 
Transportation, Boise, Ida.; MC-101826, 
Continental Drive Away, Inc., Duncan, 
Okla.; MC-102546, Blue Flash Express, 
Inc., Baton Rouge, La.; MC-103335 and 
Sub. 1, Charles W. West, dba West Trans- 
fer Co., Asheville, N.C.; MC-104651, Wal- 
ter F. Smith & Delbert D. Graber, dba 
S & G Fast Freight, Kansas, O.; MC- 
104912, Irvin R Yodex, Belleville, Pa.; 
MC-106402, Millard Truck Lines, Inc., 
Des Moines, Ia.; MC-106915 and Sub. 1, 
Edmac Trucking Co., Inc., Fayetteville, 
N.C. 


MC-108339, Maureen Young Welch and 
Opal Young McEachin, dba J. W. Young 
Transfer, Charlotte, N.C.; MC-109634 and 
Sub. 2, Trailer Convoys, Inc., Louisville, 
Ky.; MC-111326, Warren Transport, Inc., 
Waterloo, Ia.; MC-112567, Arthur B. Mc- 
Ray, dba McRay Truck Line, Springfield, 
Ky.; MC-112977, N. A. Sims, dba Sims 
Transfer Co., Spartanburg, S.C.; MC-113- 
424, Anderson & Neal Trucking Co., Co- 
lumbia, Tenn.; MC-113724, Luther S. Bull, 
Lubbock, Tex.; MC-114328, Clackamas 
Trucking Co., Clackamas, Ore.; MC-114- 
655, Sub. 1, Coast Transport, Inc., Port- 
land, Ore.; MC-114933, Levisa Oil Corp., 
Grundy, Ga.; MC-115157, Sub. 1, Francis 
P. Long, dba Long Coal and Hauling Co., 
Duquesne, Pa.; MC-115200, Roy McDanel 
& H. Lewis McDanel, dba Roy McDanel 
& Son, Elwood City, Pa.; MC-115209 and 
Sub. 1, Walter Pierce, dba Pierce & Son, 
San Carlos, Calif.; MC-115422, James V. 
Runyon, dba Runyon Transfer Co., 
Sciotoville, O.; MC-115724, Sub. 2 J. W. 
Phillips, Harrah, Okla.; MC-115733, Sub. 


TRAFFIC Wc tp 
1, Sam Lattner, Groesbeck, Tex.; } 
115898, Everette Stubblefield, Cha 
nooga, Tenn. 

MC-205, Fred Worm, dba Worm Tr: 
port, Ord. Neb.; MC-388, Frank M. Ca.a- 
naugh, Monmouth, Ill; MC-911, Sub 2 
Triangle Express & Transfer Co t 
Louis, Mo.; MC-1086 and Sub. 1, 
Bros., Inc. Newark, N.J.; MC-3149, Tr: 
portation Corporation of Indiana, < 
cinnati, O.; MC-6879 and Sub. 1, R 
mond J. Moriarty, Providence, |} 
MC-8298, Swedesboro Transportation 
Swedesboro, N.J.; MC-10150, Clement | 
May, Akron, O.; MC-14641 and Sub. 2 
Lueking Transfer Co., St. Louis, Mo.: MC- 
17495 and Subs. 4, 7, 9, 19, and 26, Michi- 
gan Central Brokerage Co., Lansing 
Mich.; MC-19919. Johnston Bros. Con- 
tracting Co., dba Johnston Bros., Port- 
land, Ore.; MC-23590, Laurel Roger Keck 
dba Keck Motor Service, Des Moines 
Ia.; MC-24911 and Subs. 1, 2, and 3 
Robert A. Blaser, dba R. A. Blaser, Twin 
Falls, Ida. 

MC-26115 and Sub. 1, A. F. Chisholm 
Jr., dba Chisholm Trucking Co., Sharps- 
ville, Pa.; MC-33597, Albert Mahanes, F 
Lemuel Mahanes, Lewis Mahanes and 
Samuel L. Mahanes, dba Mahanes Bros 
Cismont, Va.; MC-34883, Sills Truck 
Service, Inc., Portland, Ore.: MC-35893 
Francis S. Blackwood, Akron, O.: MC- 
36704, Ely Rulens, aka Eli Rulens, dba 
Quality Coal & Hauling, St. Louis, M 
MC-42272, Mary Litchfield, L. J. Leyen- 
decker & N. Yirkosky, dba N. L. Litch- 
field Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill.; MC- 
44851, Nelson H. Elwell, dba East Jersey 
Transportation Co., Secaucus, N.J.; MC- 
47053, and Sub. 6, Scovara Cartage Co 
Detroit, Mich.; MC-47252, W. Lester Kell 
and Ray A. Kell, dba Kell Bros., Landis- 
burg, Pa.; MC-47262 and Subs. 2 and 3 
Gerald Knoderer, dba Arrow Tranfer 
Columbus, O.; MC-47427, Elmer W 
Gockley, Ephrata, Pa.; MC-47761 and 
Sub. 3, The Riverside Truck & Storage 
Co., Inc., Bay City, Mich.; MC-52886 
and Sub. 1, Irving E. Wilcox, Roscoe 
N.Y. 

MC-59375, Hyer Larsen, Anton Larsen 
Petra Larsen and Marguerite Larsen 
dba Hyer Trucking Co., Limited, Perth 
Amboy, N.J.; MC-59759 and Subs. 5 and 
6, Food Products Trucking Co., Eliza- 
beth, N.J.; MC-60169 and Subs. 1, 6, 9 
12, 14, 15, 18, 20, 23 and 24, Freedmen 
Motor Service, Inc., Metuchen, N.J.; MC- 
60247, Sub. 1, Standard Trucking Co., 
Perth Amboy, N.J.; MC-61506, Russell 
Transfer Co., Inc., Washington, Ga.: MC- 
67276 and Subs 3 and 4, Louis Brodsky, 
dba B. & F. Transportation Co., Wash- 
ington, D.C.; MC-69365 and Subs. 1 and 
3, Contract Carrier Service, Inc., Eugene, 
Ore.; MC-70102, Joel C. Brothers, dba 
Flying Cloud Transport Co., Cleveland, 
Okla.; MC-70313, Ezra T. Myers, dba 
Myers Contract Trucking, York, Pa.; MC- 
75531, Lenox Trucking, Inc., Hamilton, 
O.; MC-76297, E. F. Denham, Akron, O 
MC-77024 and Sub. 1, National Petroleum 
Service Co., Somerville, Mass.; MC-78687, 


Russell Lott, dba Lott Motor Lines, 
Meshoppen, Pa.; MC-86650, Melvin G 
Dennett, Center Conway, N.H.; MC- 


87453, S. Enola Grunenberge, dba Enola 
Gochenaur, Manheim, Pa.; MC-88692, 
Zephia Odell Clark, Martinsburg, W.Va 
MC-88741, Green Bros, Inc., dba Greens 
Storage Warehouses, Fall River, Mass 
MC-89300, John S. Marvin, dba J. 
Marvin Building Co., Mansfield, Pa.; MC- 
90373, C & R Trucking Co., Avenel, N.J 
MC-91505, Alfred Lederer Transporta- 
tion, Inc., New York City, N.Y.; MC- 
100254, R. J. Allison Co., Inc., Tulsa, 
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MC-100820 and Sub. 1, Lawrence 
arr, Kelso, Wash.; MC-101932, The 


Express Co., Trenton, N.J.; MC- 
Irene Wright Lybarger, dba 
ier and Irene Wright”, Longmont, 


MC-103647, Owl Transfer & Stor- 
o., Inc., Seattle, Wash.; MC-105176, 
s Inc., Nashua, N.H.; MC-105500 and 
S 1, 2 and 3, Harry Holck, Ruther- 
N.J.; MC-106681, Ware Forgerson, 


S rton, Tex.; MC-106907, and Sub. 4, 
D id W. Peacock, dba Peacock Haul- 
ine Co., Waycross, Ga.; MC-106981 and 
~ 29.M & M Trucking Co., Inc., Muncie, 
I MC-107939, Colorado Natural Gas 
C Denver, Colo.; MC-107983, William 


Fawcett, dba Ohio Valley Creamary 
Marion, Il 


MC-108216 and Sub. 1, Prickett Trans- 
yrtation Co., Inc., Salida, Calif.; MC- 
108462, Leonard Harnisch, Downing, Wis.; 
MC-109230, Sub. 1, Gilbert Storage & 
Transfer Corp., Lynchburg, Va.; MC-109- 
93, H. R. Mill, Muskogee, Okla.; MC-110- 
393, Fred L. Ridge and W. O. McCarthy, 
iba Frigid Food Express, Louisville, Ky.; 
MC-110417, Sub. 2, Ralph Wiley, dba 
Ralph Wiley Transfer, Athens, Ga.; MC- 
110691, Amerigo Bocchi, Mechanicville, 
N.Y.: MOC-110766, August Heiden-John 
Heiden dba Stone City Transfer Co., 
Joliet, T1l.; MC-111109, Wm. A. Muehlen- 
beck and Wm. J. Muehlenbeck dba 
Frankenmuth Transportation Co., Sagi- 
naw, Mich.; MC-111543, Joseph F. Koz- 
lowski, dba Joliet Delivery Service, Joliet, 
ll.; MC-112024, Wilson Brothers Truck- 
ing Inc. Bedford, O.; MC-112254, Sub. 1, 
R. E. Minton, dba R. E. M. Trucking Co., 
Kingsport, Tenn; MC-112685, Sub. 1, 
Hornish Bros. Inc., Defiance, O.; MC- 
112968, Edward C. Scholten, Hull, Ia. 


MC-113037, Elmer Saunders, dba Saun- 
ders Trucking Service, Alva, Okla.; MC- 
113205, Jim L. Jordan, Monahans, Tex.:; 
MC-113379, Sub. 1, Susan Nicholson Adm. 
Estate of Frank Nicholson, Port Orford, 
Ore.; MC-113435, Shelley & Groce, Burn- 
side, Ky.; MC-113950 and Sub. 2, Sam- 
uel Cohen & Herbert Peetz, dba Nation- 
al Trucking Co., Brooklyn, N. Y.; MC- 
114400, Be-Rite Delivery Service, Inc., St. 
Louis, Mo.; MC-114485 and Sub. 1, Ches- 
ter K. Wrenn, dba Acme Moving Serv- 
ice, Lexington, Ky; MC-114654, Joseph 
Genovese, dba Marine Trucking Co., New 
Canaan, Conn.; MC-115430, Earl Gobel, 
dba Gobel Freight Lines, Niles, Il; 
MC-115444, W. G. Riedel Trucking Co., 
Inc., Karnes City, Tex.; MC-115539, Roy 
N. Robison, Wilder, Ida.; MC-115745, and 
Sub. 3, Leland F. Thompson, Pilot Rock, 
Ore.; MC-115806, Sub. 1, Thomas A. 
Ritchie, Checotah, Okla.; MC-115815, 
John George Goldt, Rogue River, Ore.; 
MC-115894, Kemper, Inc., Lafayette, La.; 
MC-115915, Fred E. Hagen, dba Hagen 
Truck Line, Sioux City, Ia.; MC-115952, 
A. C. Miller, Rodney, Ontario; MC- 
115977, Louis F. Skok, Spokane, Wash. 

MC-65419, and Sub. Nos. 1 and 3, Arm- 
ored Car Co., Inc., Louisville, Ky.; MC- 
93235, Indiana Trucking, Inc., East Chi- 
a°o, Ind.; MC-113333, and Sub. 7, Arm- 
Ored Car, Inc., New Orleans, La.; MC- 
15519, Russell E. Egloff, Plymouth, Mich.., 
in MC-48416, Merchants Trucking Corp., 
In ianapolis. 

[C-226, LeRoy L. Wade & Son, Inc., 
Oriaha, Neb.; MC-1827, and Subs. 20, 22, 


“4 and 26, K. W. McKee, Inc., St. 
Pail, Minn.; MC-6237, Sub. 1, Donald 
S. Grimm, Lodi, O.; MC-7184, Sub. 1, 
W liam J. Smith, Ouray, Colo.; MC- 


89.7 and Sub. 2, Glenn H. Brower, Lewis- 
\ n, Pa.; MC-13739, Tony Guerreo, dba 
Pr sperity Trucking Co., Chicago, IIL; 
M('-17211, and Sub. 2, J. E. Servais, dba 








Jesco Motor Express, Mt. Vernon, O.; 


MC-18135, W. R. Arthur & Co., Inc. 
Janesville, Wis.; MC-20552, Thomas E. 
Zogorski. Newtown, Pa.; MC-28103, 


Charles Valente, dba C. Valente Truck- 
ing Co., Bayonne, N.J.; MC-29133 and 
Subs. 4 and 5, Weston Trucking & For- 
warding Co., Inc., Jersey City, N.J.; MC- 
49567, Roy R. Golden, and Leonard E. 
Golden, dba Golden Bros., Kewanee, Il. 

MC-50680 and Sub. 1, Theo Schroetlin, 
Sutton, Neb.; MC-55847 and Sub. 2, Bur- 
ris Food Distributors, Inc., Milford, Del.; 
MC-62538, James E. Ashton, dba Monte 
Vista Transport & Jim Ashton Truck 
Line, Monte Vista, Colo.; MC-64942, 
Gresham Cartage Co., Chicago, Tll.; MC- 
66983, Robertson Drayage Co., Inc., San 
Francisco, Calif.; MC-69545, Direct De- 
livery System, Ltd., Los Angeles, Calif.; 
MC-69876 and Sub. 9, Burks-Pelz Trans- 
fer, Inc., Evansville, Ind.; MC-70054, 
Charles J McGovern, Trustee in Bank- 
ruptcy of Joseph R. Nottage, Providence, 
R.I.; MC-70175, Ward Calvin Kistler, dba 
Kistler Transfer Co., Warren, O.; MC- 
71207, W. H. Kilbourne, Akron, O.; MC- 
74490, Martin Motor Freight, Inc., Pat- 
erson, N.J.; MC-86188, Sub. 6 and 25, 
Northland Petroleum ‘Transport Co., 
Lancaster, Pa.; MC-86694, S. A. Sher- 
wood, dba S. A. Sherwood, Turtlepoint, 
Pa.; MC-89557, Lawrence A. McCarthy, 
dba Grote Cartage Co., Chicago, I11.; 
MC-$0822 and Subs. 1, 4, 5, 6, 9, and 12, 
William Austin Fishel, Winston-Salem, 


N.C. 
MC-91030, Hicks-Costaring Co. Inc., 
Flushing, N.Y.; MC-93225, Indiana 


Trucking, Inc., East Chicago, Ind.; MC- 
95612, Sub. 4, M. W. Leahy Co., Inc., 
Littleton, Mass.; MC-104111, Charlie F. 
Summers, dba Contract Drayman, Clovis, 
N.M.; MC-105326, Thomas E. Griffin, dba 
Great Lakes Trucking Co., Monroe, Mich.:; 
MC-107318, John H. Spence, Princeton, 
Ind.; MC-108178, Subs. 1 and 2, Apex 
Fuel & Freight Co., Longview, Wash.; 
MC-108508, Arthur J. Blickhan, Quincy, 
Tll.; MC-108770, Arthur Link, dba A. 
Link, Toledo, O.; MC-108991, Subs. 12 
and 16, Southern Truck Lines, Inc., Fay- 
etteville, Tenn.; MC-109104, Builders 
Transport, Inc., Elkhart, Ind.; MC-109390, 
M. W. Cosby Co., Inc., Richmond, Va.; 
MC-109704, Dante J. Casali, dba Chemi- 
cal Transport Co., Pittsburgh, Pa.; MC- 
109713, and Sub. 2, DeMar Meyer, Valley 
City, N.D.; MC-109724, and Sub. 1, John 
Dewar, Waukesha, Wis.; MC-109833 and 
Sub. 1, Hercules, Inc., Memphis, Tenn.; 
MC-109851, H. M. Shoup, dba Shoup 
Truck Line, Carlisle, Ark.; MC-110821, 
The Griffin Trucking and Storage Co., 
Inc., Fayetteville, N.C.; MC-111289, John 
W. Wehry, dba Blue Star Express Lines, 
Tamaqua, Pa.; MC-111781, Howard Hen- 
son, c/o Wm. Cameron & Co., Hobbs, 
N.M.; MC-111965, Sub. 1, Canaan Dairy 
Express, Inc., Canaan, Conn.; MC-112210, 
Robert G. Owen, Nauarre, O.; MC-112538, 
Frank Frierson, Picayune, Miss.; MC- 
112704, Howard Bell, dba Film Service, 
Portland, Ore. 


MC-112871, Charles H. Morrow, dba 
Morrow Transfer Co., Piqua, O.; MC- 
112925, Ralph Skelton, dba Skelton De- 
livery & Trucking Co., Perth Amboy, 
N.J.; MC-113738, Sub. 1, Continental 
Tennessee Lines, Inc., Nashville, Tenn.; 
MC-114217, Sub. 1, Canaan & Redman, 
Inc., Seattle, Wash.; MC-114502, Sub. 1, 
Charles D. Evans, dba Evans Steel Drum 
Co., New Orleans, La.; MC-114592, Earl 
Michaud, Kingsford, Mich.; MC-114700 
and Sub. 1, A. W. Johnson & Co., Ben- 
son, N.C.; MC-114912, Sub. 4 and Subs. 
6 and 8, Charles J. Kotwica dba Rome 
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Express, Rome, N.Y.; MC-114917, Dart 
Transportation Service, A Corporation, 
Maywood, Calif.; MC-115133, Sub. 1, 
Harry Bennett Construction Co., Alma, 
Ga.; MC-115519, Russell R. Bgloff, Ply- 
mouth, Mich.; MC-115585, Southern 
Newspapers, Inc., Guntersville, Ala.; 
MC-115605, B. H. & M. Lines, Inc., Bing- 
hamton, N.Y.; MC-115834, Willie T. Boaz, 
Etc., dba Bourbon Transfer Co., Paris, 


Ky.; MC-115957, Jerry N. Neisler, dba 
Neisler Trucking Service, Lexington, 
Tenn.; MC-115963 Sub. 1, Burton W. 


Dumford, Yakima, Wash. 


Hudson River Trailership 
Rights Transfer Upheld 


The entire Commission has refused 
to reconsider a decision by division 4 
approving water carrier service between 
the New York harbor area and the Al- 
bany, N.Y., area designed for transport- 
ing highway trailers on self-propelled 
vessels and an application for motor 
carrier rights by a carrier which plans 
to utilize the water-carrier service. 

By an order in Finance No. 19624, 
Trailerships, Inc., Certificate Transfer 
embracing MC-39123, Sub. 3, Masters 
Fast Freight Service, Inc., Extension- 
Hoboken, the Commission refused to 
reconsider division 4’s decision approving 
the transfer to Hudson River Trailer- 
ship, Inc., of the amended certificate 
held by Trailership, Inc., a bankrupt, 
and authorized certain motor carrier 
operations by Masters in connection 
with the water carrier operations (T.W., 
Sept. 28, 1957, p. 56). 

In the instant order the Commission 
denied petitions of Amsterdam Des- 
patch, Inc., et al., and Trunk Line Ter- 
ritory Railroads, except the Chesapeake 
& Ohio Railway, for reopening, recon- 
sideration and further hearing. 

The Commission said division 4’s de- 
cision was based on adequate findings 
supported by the record and that there 
had been presented no error of fact or law 
with respect to the matters complained 
of by the petitioners and that no show- 
ing had. been made warranting reopen- 
ing, reconsideration and reversal of 
the decision or for further hearing. 


The division’s order was made effec- 
tive 15 days from the date of service of 
the instant order, January 20. However, 
the Commission said that unless the cer- 
tificate transfer was consumated on or 
before 180 days from the effective date 
of the order, the order would be of no 
further force or effect. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


Designation of a tariff below does not 
mean that all schedules in it have been 


Suspended by the Commission. Suspen- 
sion orders contain many schedules not 
reproduced here. Details of such orders 
are published in The Traffic Bulletin. 


I. and §S. No. 6870, Aluminum and 
Petroleum—Texas and La., to Florida, 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 21 to and in- 
cluding August 20, schedules published 
in supplement No. 6 to I.C.C. No. 268 
by the Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp., 
Mobile, Ala. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new rates, with mini- 
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mum weight of 72,000 pounds on alumi- 
num billets, blooms, pigs, and slabs, from 
Gregory, Point Comfort and Rockdale, 
Tex., to Miami, Fla., and also propose to 
establish new rates on petroleum prod- 
ucts, with minimum weight of 26,000 
pounds, Baton Rouge, La., to Tampa, 
Fla. 

I. and S. No. 6871, Iron and Steel Arti- 
cles From Atlanta to New Orleans, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 23 to and includ- 
ing August 22 schedules published in 
supplement 24 to tariff L.C.C. 1592 of 
agent C. A. Spaninger, Atlanta, Ga. 
The suspended schedules propos: to es- 
tablish reduced all-rail commodity rate 
on iron and steel articles, minimum 
40,000 pounds, from Atlanta, Ga., to New 
Orleans, La., over routes over which 
fourth section relief has been denied by 
fourth-section order No. 18854 dated 
January 15, 1958. 

I. and S. No. 6872, Scope of Operations 
—Alaska Freight Lines, Inc., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 22 to and including August 
21 schedules published on original page 
No. 17 and on original pages 27 to 
86, inclusive, of tariff W-I.C.C. No. 2 of 
Alaska Freight Lines, Inc., Seattle, 
Wash. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish proportional all-water com- 
modity rates between Portland, Ore., and 
Seattle, Wash. and New Orleans, La., 
and Texas ports and points in Texas; 
also a provision which would permit the 
carrier at its option to substitute a self- 
propelled vessel for barges on water por- 
tion, in lieu of an unmanned barge 
without motive power. 

I. and 8S. M-10718, Candy—Pa. to Va.; 
Glass—Md., W.Va. to Va., Paint—N.Y. to 
Va., the Commission, Board of suspen- 
sion, suspended from January 20 to and 
including August 19, schedules published 
in supplement No. 9 to tariff MF-I.C.C 
No. 506 of Motor Carriers Traffic As- 
sociation, Inc., agent, Greensboro, N.C. 
The suspended schedules propose to 
establish reduced commodity rates on 
chocolate candy and related articles, min- 
imum weight 30,000 pounds, from Her- 
shey, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., on plate 
glass, minimum weight 30,000 pounds, 
from Cumberland, Md., to Norfolk, Va., 
on window glass, truckloads, from Clarks- 
burg, W.Va., to Lynchburg, Norfolk and 
Richmond, Va., and on paint and related 
articles, less-truckload, from Staten Is- 
land, N.Y., to Norfolk, Va. 


I. and S. M-10719, Paper—Hamilton, 
O., to Edinburg, Ill., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 19 to and including August 18, 
schedules published in supplement No. 
3 to MF-LC.C. No. 17 of the Victor 
Transit Corp., Cincinnati, O. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
new motor contract carrier rates on 
paper, other than newsprint, minima 
20,000 and 30,000 pounds, from Hamilton, 
O., to Edinburg, Ill. 


I. and 8S. M-10720, Foodstuffs—IIL, 
Wis., and Mich., the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from January 
20 to and including August 19, schedules 
published in supplement No. 5 to MF- 
LC.C. No. 205 by the L.C.L. Transit 
Co., Madison, Wis. The suspended 
schedules of minimum rates propose to 
establish new and reduced contract car- 
rier rates on manufactured or prepared 
foods, equipment, materials, and sup- 
plies from Chicago, Ill., to points in 


Wisconsin, and from certain points in 
Wisconsin to points in Wisconsin and 
Michigan. 

I. and 8. M-10721, Various Commodities 


—Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 16, and later, to 
and including August 15, schedules pub- 
lished on thirteenth and fourteenth 
revised pages 109; eighteenth revised page 
115; sixth revised page 133-A; twelfth 
and thirteenth revised pages 153, and 
fourteenth and fifteenth revised pages 
156 to MF-I.C.C. No. 64 of the Pan- 
Atlantic Steamship Corp. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new or 
reduced common carrier commodity rates 
on motor-water, water-motor, or motor- 
water-motor traffic, to apply on various 
commodities, minima 23,000 to 40,000 
pounds, from points in Massachusetts, 
New Jersey, New York and Pennsylvania 
to points in Florida, Louisiana and Texas. 

I. and 8S. M-10723, Assembling and Dis- 
tribution Rates—Transfer, Inc., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 20 to and including August 
19, schedules published in tariff MF-I.C.C 
No. 1 of Transfer, Inc., Easton, Pa. The 
suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish new motor common carrier less- 
truckload assembling and distribution 
rates on freight, all kinds, between 
Easton, Pa., and points in Pennsylvania 
and New Jersey within approximately 
25 miles of Easton, Pa. 

I. and S. M-10724, Paints, Twin Cities, 
Minn. to Fargo, N.D., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 18 to and including August 17, 
schedules published in supplement 11 
to MF-I.C.C. 295 of Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. 
The suspended schedules proposed to 
establish a reduced motor common Ccar- 
rier commodity rate, minimum 20,000 
pounds, resulting in reduction of charges 
on paints, paint material or putty and 
other described articles, from the Twin 
Cities, Minn., to Fargo, N.D. 

I. and S. M-10725, Commodities—Twin 
Cities to Chicago, IIL, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 20 to and including August 19, 
schedules published in supplement No. 
31 to MF-I.C.C. No. A-68 and in sup- 
plement No. 26 to MF-I.C.C. No. A-69 of 
A. R. Fowler, agent, St. Paul, Minn. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates on various commodities, minimum 
20,000 pounds, from Twin Cities, Minn., 
to Chicago, Il. 

I. and S. M-10726, Minimum Weights— 
Frozen Fruit Products From Fila., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 22 to and includ- 
ing August 21, schedules published in 
supplement No. 4 to joint tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 933 of Southern Motor Carriers 
Rate Conference, agent, and MF-I.C.C. 
No. 505 of Motor Carriers Traffic Associa- 
tion, Inc., agent. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to reduce from 30,000 to 
28,500 pounds the minimum weight in 
connection with motor common carrier 
rates on frozen or chilled fruit products 
from points in Florida to points in Illi- 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska and Wisconsin. 

I. and S. M-10727, Chemicals—South 
Kearny, N.J., to New York, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 20 to and including August 
19, schedules published in supplement No. 
2 to traiff MF-I.C.C. No. 2 of Carlton Hill 
Trucking Co., Inc., Carlton Hill, N.J. The 
suspended schedules propose new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
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chemicals, N.O.I., in containers, in ss. 
truckloads and truckload minima rar ing 
from 18,000 to 30,000 pounds. 

I. and 8S, M-10728, Batteries, Ra. ios, 
etc., from and to points in DIL, N.Y., ind 
O., the Commission, Board of Sus) n- 
sion, suspended from January 18 to ind 
including August 17, schedules published 
on tenth revised page 175 to MF-I1cc 
No. 33 of C. A. Conklin Truck Line, In 
Adrian, Mich. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new motor common 
carrier commodity rates, viz., minimum 
32,000 pounds, on batteries, electric, dry 
cell, etc., when shipped in mixed 
ments of lanterns or flashlights, electric 
(which are not to exceed 25 per cent of 
the actual or minimum weight), from 
Freeport, Ill., to Toledo, O.; minimum 
12,000 pounds on radio receiving sets 
televisions, etc., between Chicago, Il) 
and Buffalo, N.Y. 

I. and S. M-10729, Roofing Materials— 
Joliet, IL, to Milwaukee, Wis., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 21 to and including Au- 
gust 20, schedules published in tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. 882, issued by Centra) 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., agent 
Chicago, Ill. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a reduced motor 
common carrier truckload commodity 
rate, minimum 30,000 pounds, to apply 
over the routes of certain specified mem- 
ber carriers, on a described list of roof- 
ing, paving or building materials, from 
Joliet, Ill., to Milwaukee, Wis. 

I. and 8S. M-10730, Rags N.O.1.—Twin 
Cities to Chicago, the Commission 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 22 to and including August 21 
schedules published in supplement 104 
to tariff MF-I.C.C. 271 of Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas 
City, Mo. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose a new motor common carrier com- 
modity rate on rags, N.O.I. minimum 
24,000 pounds, from Twin Cities, Minn 
to Chicago, Ill, in lieu of the present 
higher class rate. 

I. and S. M-10731, Softeners—Linden, 
N.J. to Ohio, the Commission, Board of 
Suspension, suspended from January 22 
to and including August 21, schedules 
published in MF-I.C.C. No. 182 of Inter- 
state Truck Service, Inc., Martins Ferry 
O. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on cotton, glass fibre, 
rayon, silk or wool softener, in drums, 
minimum 30,000 pounds, from Linden 
N.J., to Cleveland and Painesville, O. 

I. and S. M-10732, Meats and P.H.P.— 
Twin Cities to Sioux Falls, S.D., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 22 to and includ- 
ing August 21, schedules published in 
supplement 37 to Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent’s tariff, MF-I.C.C 
282. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on fresh meats, mini- 
mum 21,000 pounds, and on salted meats 
and packing house products, minimum 
30,000 pounds, from Twin Cities, Minn., 
to Sioux Falls, S.D. 

I. and S. M-10733, Sulphate Skimmings 
—Elizabeth, La. to Evadale, Tex., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 22 to and including 
August 21, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 1 to MF-I.C.C. No. 12 of Rob- 
ertson Tank Lines, Inc., Houston, Tex 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish a new motor common carricr 
commodity rate on sulphate black liquor 
skimmings, minimum 30,000 pounds, from 
Elizabeth, La., to Evadale, Tex. 

I. and S. M-10734, Machinery From 
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it Lake City—International Transport, 
the Commission, Board of Sus- 
sion, suspended from January 22 to 
including August 21 schedules pub- 
ed in tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 1 and sup- 
mental No. 1 thereto of International 
iunsport, Inc., Rochester, Minn. The 
pended schedules propose to establish 
motor common carrier commodity 
tes on certain types of machinery, in 
ickloads, minimum weights 30,000 and 
00 pounds, from Salt Lake City, 
ah, to points in various states 
1. and 8S. M-10735, Bakery Goods— 
Ft. Smith, Ark., to Birmingham, Ala., the 
mmission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
ended from January 22 to and including 
August 21 schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 32 to MF-I.C.C. No. 864 of 
Southern Motor Carriers Rate Confer- 
ence, agent, Atlanta, Ga. The suspended 
hedules propose to establish a reduced 
motor common carrier commodity rate, 
minimum 40,000 pounds, on bakery goods 
N.O.1., from Ft. Smith, Ark, to Birming- 
ham, Ala 


I. and S. M-10736, Aluminum Rods— 
Montana Points to Los Angeles, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 22 to and includ- 
ing August 21 schedules published on 
fifth revised page 135 of tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 80 of Rocky Mountain Motor Tariff 
Bureau, Inc., agent, of Denver, Colo. 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish a new motor common carrier 
commodity rate on rough aluminum rods, 
minimum 80,000 pounds, from Black 
Eagle and Great Falls, Mont., to the 
Los Angeles, Calif., area. 


I. and S. M-10737, Iron or Steel—Cen- 
tral Territory—Motor, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 23 to and including August 22 
schedules published in supplements 96 
and 104 to MF-I.C.C. No. 79 of Motor 
Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, 
Cleveland, O. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new or reduced 
motor common carrier commodity rates 

iron or steel articles and to make 
rates thereof applicable on lithographed 
or painted or printed tin or terne plate, 
in truckloads, within Central Territory. 


I. and S. M-10738, Petroleum Products 
—Between Ore., Wash and Ida., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 23 to and including August 
22, schedules published on fifth revised 
pages 67 and 82, ninth revised pages 84 
and 107, eighth revised page 85, sixth 
revised page 104, seventh revised page 
105 and twelfth revised page 107-A to 
MF-I.C.C. No. 59 issued by the Pacific 
Inland Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, Port- 
land, Ore. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish reduced motor common 
arrier rates on a variety of petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank truck, minimum 
veight 36,000 pounds, to apply between 
Portland, Willbridge and Linton, Ore., 
nd points in Washington; also between 
Pasco, E. Pasco and Spokane, Wash., and 
oints in Idaho. 

I. and S. M-10739, Cleaning Compounds 
hurlington, Ia., to Denver, Colo., the 
ommission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
ended from January 23 to and including 

ugust 22 schedules published in supple- 
ents 109 and 112 to MF-I.C.C. 374 of 
liddlewest Motor Freight Bureau, agent, 
-ansas City, Mo. The suspended sched- 
les propose to establish a reduced motor 

/mmon carrier commodity rate on 
leaning, scouring or washing com- 
ounds, minimum 36,000 pounds, from 
surlington, Ia., to Denver, Colo. 

I. and S. M-10740, Iron or Steel— 


Kansas City, Mo., to Milwaukee, Wis., 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 23 to and in- 
cluding August 22, schedules published 
in supplements 82 and 87 to tariff MF- 
I.C.C. 280 of Middlewest Motor Freight 
Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo., and 
in supplement No. 10 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 1 of Healzer Cartage Co., Kansas 
City, Mo. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose reduced motor common carrier com- 
modity rates on iron or steel and other 
articles, minimum 80,000 pounds, from 
Kansas City, Mo., to Milwaukee, Wis. 

I. and S. M-10741, Petroleum Products 
—Between Norfolk and North Carolina, 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 23 to and in- 
cluding August 22 schedules published in 
supplement No. 5 to MF-I.C.C. No. 21 
of Geo. A. Rheman Co., Inc., Charleston, 
S.C. The suspended schedules propose 
to reduce the present motor tank truck 
commodity rates on various petroleum 
products such as gasoline, kerosene, fuel 
oils, etc., between Norfolk and Ports- 
mouth, Va., and Ayden, Henderson and 
Norlina, N.C. 

I. and S. M-10742, Boxes—Paper Ar- 
ticles—St. Joseph, Mo., to Ia., and Minn., 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 23 to and in- 
cluding August 22 schedules published in 
supplments 82 and 87 to tariff MF-L.C.C. 
No. 280 of Middlewest Motor Freight Bu- 
reau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. The sus- 
pended schedules propose new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
boxes and crates, paper, paper and paper 
articles, as listed, less-truckloads and 
volume minimum 7,000, 10,000 and 20,000 
pounds, from St. Joseph, Mo., to points in 
Iowa and Minnesota, in lieu of present 
higher class rates. 

I. and 8S. M-10743, Grain Products— 
Kansas City, Mo., to Millstadt, Il, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 23 to and including 
August 22 schedules published in supple- 
ments 82 and 87 to MF-I.C.C. No. 280 
of Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, 
agent, Kansas City, Mo. The suspended 
schedules propose a reduced motor com- 
mon carrier truckload commodity rate on 
grain products, minimum 36,000 pounds, 
from Kansas City, Mo., to Millstadt, Il. 


I. and S. M-10744, Reinforcing Bars— 
Sullivan Co., Ind., From St, Louis, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 23 to and includ- 
ing August 22, schedules published in 
supplement No. 96 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 79 of Motor Carriers Tariff Bureau, 
Inc., agent, Cleveland, O. The suspend- 
ed schedules propose new motor common 
carrier commodity rates on iron or steel 
reinforcing bars, minima 20,000 and 32,- 
000 pounds, from St. Louis, Mo., to Ayre- 
shire Colleries Corp., and Indiana-Mich- 
igan Electric Co., in Sullivan County, 
Ind. 


I, and S. M-10745, Zinc—Amarillo, Tex., 
to Illinois Points, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 24 to and including August 23 
schedules published in supplement 113 
to MF-ICC 278 of Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. 
The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on zinc ingots or slabs, 
minimum 60,000 pounds, from Amarillo, 
Tex., to Joliet and Chicago, Ill. 

I. and S, M-10746, Iron or Steel Articles 
—Baltimore to Washington, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 23 to and including August 
22 schedules published in supplement No. 


ICC News 


238 to MF-I.C.C. No. 50 issued by Motor 
Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, Cleve- 
land, O. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish reduced motor common 
carrier less-truckload rates, subject to 
graduated minima of less than 2,000 
pounds, 2,000 pounds but less than 6,000 
pounds and 6,000 pounds or more, on iron 
or steel articles consisting of fence post 
fixtures, wire fencing, fence posts, pipe or 
tubing, to apply from Baltimore, Dundalk, 
Essex, Towson, and Sparrows Point, Md., 
to Rosslyn, Va., and Washington, D.C. 

I. and S. M-10747, Cotton Piece Goods 
—Alabama and Georgia to New Orleans, 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 24 to and 
including August 23 schedules published 
in supplements Nos. 27 and 30 to MF- 
I.C.C. No. 901 of Southern Motor Car- 
riers Rate Conference, agent, Atlanta, 
Ga. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish reduced motor common car- 
rier truckload commodity rates on cot- 
ton piece goods, from 34 points in Ala- 
bama and six points in Georgia to New 
Orleans, La. 

I. and S. M-10748, Agricultural Imple- 
ments—Ottumwa to Texas, the Commis- 
sion, Board of ‘Suspension, suspended 
from January 24 to and including August 
23 schedules published in supplement 113 
to MF-I.C.C. 278 of Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish reduced motor common carrier 
commodity rates on agricultural imple- 
ments, minimum 20,000 pounds, from 
Ottumwa, Ia., to Dallas and Fort Worth, 
Texas. 

I. and S. M.-10749, Meats—Amarillo, 
Tex., to Kansas City and Chicago, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 24 to and including 
August 23 schedules published in supple- 
ment 113 to MF-I.C.C. 278 of Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas 
City, Mo. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish reduced motor common 
carrier commodity rates on fresh and 
salted meats, minimum 26,000 pounds, 
from Amarillo, Tex., to Kansas City, Mo., 
and Chicago, Il. 

I. and S. M-10750, Photographic Sup- 
plies—Chicago to Rochester, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 24 to and including Au- 
gust 23 schedules published on original 
and first revised pages 606-A to tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. A-114 of Eastern Central 
Motor Carriers Association, Inc., agent, 
Akron, O., and supplements Nos. 1 and 
2 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 24 of Schreiber 
Trucking Co., Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa. The 
suspended schedules propose increased 
and reduced motor common carrier com- 
modity rates on photographic supplies, 
minima 24,000 and 30,000 pounds, from 
Chicago, Ill., to Rochester, N.Y. 

I. and S. M-10751, Brooms—Loveland, 
Colo., to Minnesota and Nebraska, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 24 to and includ- 
ing August 23 schedules published in sup- 
plements 37 and 40 to MF-I.C.C. 291 of 
Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, agent, 
Kansas City, Mo. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
brooms with handles attached, minimum 
12,000 pounds, from Loveland, Colo., to 
Fremont, Neb., and Duluth, Minn. 

I. and S. M-10752, Adipic Acid—Luling, 
La., to Central Territory, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
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MC-116367, Emil Klein, dba Miro’s 


Express, Flushing, N.Y., Common Carrier 
Application. Certificate granted. Over ir- 


regular routes, baggage, between New 
York, N.Y., and points in Nassau and 
Westchester counties, N.Y., on the one 


hand, and, on the other, Camp Weelock, 
at or near Accord, N.Y., Camp Lexington, 
at or near Lexington, N.Y., Camp May- 
fair, at or near Hunter, N.Y., Camp Tel- 
Yehuds, at or near Barryville, N.Y., Camp 
Betar, at or near Neversink, N.Y., Camp 
Bryden Lake, at or near Andes, N.-Y., 
Camp Modin, at or near Canaan, Me., 
Camp Moshava, at or near Gelatt, Pa., 
and Camp Deerfield at or near Wilming- 
ton, Vt., during the season extending 
from June 1 to September 30, inclusive, 
each year 

MC-114364, Sub. 23, Wright Motor 
Lines, Inc., Rocky Ford, Colo., Extension 
—Layton, Utah. Certificate granted, Com- 
missioner Walrath noting dissent. Over 
irregular routes, sugar, from Layton, 
Utah, to points in Kansas 












UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 













Order in F.D. N 20024, Pittsburgh & 
Lake Erie Railroad C Equipment Trust 
Certficates ithorizing the Pittsburgh and 
Lake Erie Railroad to assume obligations 
and liability in respect of not exceeding $3,- 
975,000 of Pittsbi and Lake Erie Rail- 
road equipment tr of 1958, 342 per cent 
equipment-trust ertificates, to be issued 
by Mellon National Bank and Trust Co., as 
trustee, and sold at 98.79 per cent of prin- 
d accrued dividends connection 

nent of certain new equip- 
Commissioner Clarke not 





cipal 
with the 
ment. Approved 


participating 










> > > 

Supplemental order in FD. No 19410 
Nava): Freight Lines, Inc Note which 
modify the order of February 2, 1957, so as 
to limit $232,500 the principal amount 
of the unsecured promissory note that may 
be issued thereunc Approved Commis- 
sioner Clarke not participating 

Order in F.D. N 20012, Chicag¢ Rock 


Island & Pacific Railroad Cx 
Trust Certificates, authorizing 
Rock Island & Pacifi 
obligation and liability, as guarantor, in re- 
spect of not exceeding $4,620,000 of Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad equip- 
ment-trust certificates, Series T, bearing 
dividends at the rate of 342 per cent per 
annum, to be issued by the First National 
Bank of Chicago, as trustee, and sold at 
99.146 per cent of principal and accrued 
dividends in connection with the purchase 
of certain new equipment Approved 


Equipment 
the Chicago 
Railroad to assume 








Supplemental order in F. D. No 19969 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. Equipment 
Trust Certificates, authorizing the Baltimore 


& Ohio Railroad to assume obligation and 
liability, as guarantor, in respect of not 


exceeding $3,435,000 of 
Railroad equipment-trust 
JJ, bearing 
per cent per 
United States 


Baltimore & Ohio 
certificates, series 
dividends at the rate of 3-34 

t issued by the 


annum, to be 
Trust Co. of New York, as 


trustee, and sold at 99.3886 per cent of prin- 
cipal and accrued dividends in connection 


with the procurement of certain new equip- 
ment. Approved 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 





MC-F-6801, B and P Motor Lines, Inc.— 
Purchase—B. & P. Motor Lines. Application 
of B and P Motor Lines, Inc., Hazelwood, 


N.C., for temporary operation of the motor- 


carrier rights and properties of Howell 
Bryson, Nemiah Goldstein, and Bernard 
Goldstein, partners, doing business as B 
and P Motor Lines, also of Hazelwood, 


granted, with conditions 
> > > 

MC-F-6720, West Motor Freight, Inc.— 

Purchase—Eugene Gluck Temporary au- 

thority granted November 18, 1957, for West 

Motor Freight, Inc., to lease a portion of 

the motor-carrier properties of Eugene 





Gluck, doing business as Gluck Motor Serv- 


ice, modified January 17, 1958, to cover all 
of lessor’s operating rights, with conditions 


MC-F-6781, Thomas E. Welby—Control 
Mercury Truck Lines, Inc Application of 
Thomas E. Welby, of Boston, Mass., for tem- 
porary control, through management, of 
the motor carrier rights and properties of 
Mercury Truck Lines, Inc., of Omaha, Neb 
granted, with conditions 


MC-F-6191, Consolidated Freightways, Inc 
-Control and Merger—Clipper Transit Co 
embracing Finance No. 19251, Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc.—Securities. On reconsid- 
eration, petition by protestants for recon- 
Sideration denied to the extent it sought 
relief other than the instant reconsideration 
and findings in prior report, as supple- 
mented by the instant report, affirmed In 
the title case, acquisition by Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc of control of Clipper 
Transit Co. and Acme Equipment Co., both 
of Manitowoc, Wis through purchase of 
capital stock, and merger of the operating 
rights and property of Clipper and the prop- 
erty of Acme into Consolidated for owner- 
ship, management, and operation, and, in 
the embraced case, issuance by Consolidated 
of 11,112 shares of its common capital stock 
par value $2.50 each, in exchange for the 
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capital stock of Clipper and Acme, apy ed 
and authorized. Applicants’ motion to ke 
the petition overruled. Commissioners M) ¢} 
ell and Clarke did not participate i: 
disposition of these cases 

* . ‘ 

MC-F-6435 Transcon 

Missouri-Oklahoma Express, In¢ Ap] 
tion of Transcon Lines, of Los An 
Calif., for authority to purchase the oy; 
ing rights of Missouri-Oklahoma Ex; 
Inc., of Chicago, Ill., and of Scribner B 
bach for authority to acquire control « 
operating rights through the 
nied 


Lines—Purcl 


purchase 


Adley 
Lavigne 


MC-F-6789, The 
chase—Romeo J 


Express Co 
Applicatk 


The Adley Express Co., New Haven, ¢ 
for temporary operation of the motor 
rier rights and properties of Rome 
Lavigne, doing business as Lavigne 


Wing Express, of Berlin, N.H., granted 


MC-F-6786, Quinn 
Control and Merger 
Transportation, Inc 
Freight Lines, Inc 
temporary control 


Freight Lines, I 
Roland C. Ames M 
Application of @ 
of Brockton, Mas 
through managemen 
the motor carrier rights and propertic 
Roland C. Ames Motor Transportation 
of Woodsville, N.H granted, with 
tions 


ORDERS 


Section 5a Agreement 
Application Dismissed 


An application by Isthmian Steamship 
Co. (now named Tri-Coast Steamship 
Co.) and States Marine Corp. of Delaware 
relating to procedures for joint consid- 
eration, initiation or establishment of 
rates, rules or charges applicable to the 
intercoastal trade between Gulf and Pa- 
cific coast ports, has been dismissed by 
the Commission, division 2 

The dismissal was by an order in sec- 
tion 5a application No. 56, Gulf Inter- 
coastal Conference—Agreement, issued in 
response to a letter by C. Y. Roberts, 
secretary of the conference. Mr. Roberts 
informed the Commission that only one 
member of the conference was presently 
operating and no applications for admis- 
sion were pending. He requested dismis- 
sal of the application without prejudice 

In a report in the proceeding, dated 
June 19, 1956, the division found that 
approval of the agreement therein estab- 
lishing the conference and providing 
procedures Outlined above was not pro- 
hibited by paragraphs 4, 5, or 6 of section 
5a of the act. The division also found 
that such an agreement was in further- 
ance of the national transportation 
policy and, therefore, that the relief from 
anti-trust laws provided in paragraph 9 
of section 5a should apply, but it with- 
held entry of an order of approval “pend- 
ing advice that applicants assent to the 
conditions of the approval specified and 
that such agreement has been amended 
accordingly” (T.W., July 14, 1956, p. 34). 

The division, in the instant order 
noted, that the applicants had not com- 
plied with the specified conditions. 

Under section 5a of the act, the so- 
called Reed-Bulwinkle section, carriers 
are relieved from the provisions of the 
anti-trust laws with respect to agree- 
ments among themselves for the making 
of rates, and related matters, when such 
agreements have Commission approval. 


Motor Carrier Report Form 


The Commision, division 2, has issued 
an order relating to its motor carrier 





Form D 
Passengers) 


(Class I M 
requiring m 


annual 
Carriers of 
carriers of passengers having 


report 


gross | 
erating revenues of $200,000 or more 
year to file the report commencing wit! 
the year ended Decmber 31, 1957, and for 
subsequent years. The division said that 
the order made minor changes “resulting 
from the _ reclassification of moto 
carriers.’ 


Water Equipment-Leasing 


Firms Granted Exemptions 


The Commission, division 1, has ex- 
empted two water carrier equipment- 
leasing firms from the provisions of 
Part III of the interstate commerct 
act, which relates to the regulation of 
certain water carriers 

By an order in W-62, Lester F. Alex- 
ander Co.—Exemption Sections 302(« 
and 303(e), the division, to give effect 
to a determination in that case, reopened 
an earlier proceeding in another cas¢ 
in which a partnership doing business as 


United Marine Co. had been exempted 
from Part III of the act in so far as 


it engaged in leasing barges to marine 
contractors, pipe line contractors, and 
U.S. engineers, and derricks and tugs 
to marine contractors for the interstate 
transportation of heavy machinery, iron 
or steel pipe, or materials and supplies 
owned by such contractors or the US 
between construction, dredging, or re- 
pair sites on the Mississippi River and 
waters tributary thereto south of and 
including Baton Rouge, La., and on the 
intracoastal canal between Florida and 
Texas and waters tributary thereto 

The determination made in the instant 
case was, for one, that the partnership 
of United Marine had been dissolved and 
that its business and floating equipment 
had been acquired by American Marine 
Corp., of New Orleans, La., which was 
continuing the former’s business and was 
seeking a similar exemption order, the 
division said. 

The division ordered the same exemp- 
tion for American Marine as was granted 
to United Marine in the earlier proceec- 
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ind also rescinded the earlier order 
pting United Marine from Part III 
sions 
a similar order in W-375, W. Horace 
W ums Co.—Exemption, Section 302(e), 
livision ordered the exemption from 
i III of the act for Williams-Mc- 
Williams Industries, Inc., insofar as that 
any engaged in furnishing for com- 
ition, under charter, lease, or other 
ements, its vessels to persons other 
common carriers subject to the act, 
ise of such vessels in marine con- 
tion 
Williams-McWilliams, which was form- 
é the merger of the properties of 
Ww. Horace Williams Co., Inc., and Mc- 
Williams Dredging Co., Inc., in which 
former company was dissolved, was 
tinuing the business in which the dis- 
ed company had been engaged, the 
ision said 
The exemption granted to Williams- 
McWilliams was the same as that which 
rescinded for the W. Horace Wil- 
Co., the division said. 


Louisiana Rate Investigation 
Includes Ex Parte 206 Hikes 


By a supplemental order in No. 32148, 
Louisiana Intrastate Freight Rates and 
Charges, the Commission, division 2, has 

adened its investigation into the state 
rates made or imposed on railroads op- 

ting in that state by authority of 
Louisiana, so as to include Ex Parte No. 
206 increases authorized by the I.C.C. on 
iterstate traffic 
Responding to a petition of the rail- 
ids for increases in the state rates 
mparable to those authorized on inter- 
traffic in Ex Parte No. 196, the 
iginal order directed an investigation 
state rates on cement (west of the 
Mississippi River only), liquefied petro- 
leum gas, sand, gravel and related arti- 
raw sugar, sugarcase; blackstrap 
clay and shale cinders; fer- 
izer and fertilizer materials; sulphuric 
west of the river only) and bagasse. 
The instant order amended the original 
rder to broaden the scope of the investi- 
yn to include intrastate rates on the 
specified commodities to the extent also 
that they failed to include increases 
corresponding to those authorized in Ex 
Parte No. 206. Hearing was assigned for 
March 3 in the offices of the Louisiana 


Public Service Commission in Baton 
Rouge, La., before Examiner Richard S. 
Ries 


Fares May Be Increased 


‘he Commission, by an order in No. 
1663, Commutation Fares, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, has modified 
order of October 17, 1955, in No. 32140, 
reased Commutation Fares, N.Y., 
N.J., and Pa., to the extent necessary to 
mit two railroads to publish, file and 
intain schedules of increased com- 
tation fares approved by the Commis- 
n for application on other railroads 
in the area. 

‘he Commission’s approval for the 
ier railroads was given in a report 
i order in No. 31663 (T.W., Nov. 9, 
7, p. 48). In a petition, the Erie and 


= ww 


ow 


1 
i 


Delaware, Lackawanna & Western 
railroads asked the Commission for au- 
rity to establish commutation fare 
increases identical to those approved by 
the LC.C. (T.W., Dec. 7, 1957, p. 50). 

fn the instant order, the Commission 


+} 


authorized the two railroads to file such 
increases effective on not less than 10 
days’ notice, subject to protest and pos- 
sible suspension. 


1.C.C. Refuses to Waive 
Safety, Lease Regulations 


The Commission has denied petitions 
asking it to waive provisions of its motor 
carrier safety regulations relating to 
qualifications of drivers and maximum 
hours of service of employes and require- 
ments with respect to inspection of 
vehicles and identification of vehicles 
under lease and interchange regulations. 

By an order in Ex Parte MC-40, Quali- 
fications and Maximum Hours of Service 
of Employes of Motor Carriers and 
Safety of Operation and Equipment, and 
Ex Parte MC-43, Lease and Interchange 
of Vehicles by Motor Carriers, the Com- 
mission denied a joint petition of Hayes 
Freight Lines, Inc., Service Transfer and 
Storage, Inc., and Tomkins Motor Lines, 
Inc 

The Commission said that the peti- 
tioners had not established that it would 
be in the public interest or consistent 
with the purposes of the motor carrier 
safety regulations and the leasing regula- 
tions to waive existing regulations with 
respect to the qualifications of drivers 
or the maximum hours of service of 
employes, inspection of vehicles and the 
identification of vehicles, or that the 
existing regulations were unreasonable. 
It said further, that the petition was 
denied for the reason that the pleadings 
did not justify the relief sought. 


New Tariff Circular Contains 
Rules for Publishing Fares 


The Commission has issued a new 
tariff circular, identified as No. 24, con- 
taining rules to govern the construction, 
filing and posting of passenger-fare pub- 
lications of rail or water common carriers. 
In a statement in connection therewith, 
the Commission said: 

“The new regulations, effective May 
1, 1958, constitute a complete revision of 
regulations governing the construction of 
passenger tariffs of railroads, including 
sleeping-car companies, and of common 
carriers by water, as well as tariffs of 
railroad and/or water carriers, when 
joined with motor common carriers. 

“In many instances, the regulations 
authorize methods of publication now 
permitted only by general permissions. 
Rules in the present tariff circulars which 
have become obsolete have been omitted. 


“Tariff circular 23, to be canceled by 
the new circular, applies to water car- 
riers and became effective in 1941 shortly 
after water carriers were made subject 
to I.C.C. jurisdiction. 

“Tariff circular 18-A, also to be cancel- 
ed by the new regulations, became effec- 
tive in 1911 to govern rail and water 
tariffs, and was amended in 1936 to apply 
to joint rail-water and/or motor tariffs.” 


Rail Report Forms Changes 


The Commission, division 2, has issued 
two orders making “minor changes” in 
the railroad annual report Form A, and 
in Form IBS—Income and Balance 
Sheet Items. 

The order making the changes in Form 
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A was made effective commencing with 
the year ended December 31, 1957, and 
for subsequent years. The order chang- 
ing Form IBS was made effective com- 
mencing with January, 1958, and 
monthly thereafter. 


The Commission issued another order 
making “minor changes” in the rules 
governing monthly reports of railroad 
accidents, effective January 1, except 
as to accidents occurring prior to that 
date. A 14-page index to the order was 
made up of numbered pages to be sub- 
stituted for pages in an appendix to an 
order of November 23, 1956, and of 
substituted numbered code items for re- 
porting accidents. 


Numerous Contract Carriers 
Get Notices of Conformity 


The Commission has made public a 
large group of notices informing motor 
contract carriers that their operations 
under outstanding permits issued to 
them as of August 22, 1957, were in con- 
formity with the new statutory defini- 
tion of contract carriage. The notices 
were sent to the following carriers: 

MC-806, Holloway Trucking & Supply 
Co., Hattiesburg, Miss.; MC-1218, Bowser 
& Campbell, Knox, Pa.; MC-2428 and 
Subs. 1, 5, 11, and 12, Harold Prang, do- 
ing business as H. Prang Trucking, Hope- 


lawn, (Perth Amboy), NJ.; MC-2855, 
Raymond Lee Hogge, dba R. L. Hogge, 
West Point, Va.; MC-8573, Ferraro 


Trucking Co., Inc., Brooklyn, N. Y.; MC- 
8813 and Sub. 1, Willard M. Tribby, New 
Castle, Pa.; MC-13600, Modern Piano 
Moving Co.; St. Louis, Mo.; MC-15727, 
Bond Transportation Ine., Woodbridge, 
N.J.; MC-17546, Harry A. Gorman and 
George Paterson dba, R. G. Delivery 
Service, Inc., Jersey City, N.J.; MC-29504, 
Louis W. Oliver, dba, Mosquero, N.M.; 
MC-29883 and Sub. 1, George Fairall, dba 
Fairall Trucking, Lincoln Park, Mich.; 
MC-29956 and Sub. 1, Van Cott Trucking 
Inc., Brooklyn, N.Y.; MC-30209, John 
O’Shea, Inc., Ridgefield Park, N.J. 


MC-30657 and Subs. 4, 6 and 7, Dixie 
Hauling Co., Atlanta, Ga.; MC-36173, 
Thomas Ingate & John Inguaggiato, dba 
O.K. Trucking Co., Newark, N.J.; MC- 
36422 and Subs. 4, 5 and 8, Merchants 
Contract Deliveries, Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo.; MC-38425, A. M. Hoffheiser, Mary- 
land Line, Md.; MC-38798, Clarence 
Edwards, Brooklyn, N.Y.; MC-42288, 
Michael J. Altieri, dba Reliable Food Car- 
riers Corp., Lynhurst, N.J.; MC-44509, 
Snyder Trucking Co., Columbus, O.; MC- 
48743, Dominick Punzo, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
MC-49071 and Sub. 1 and 4, John Kon- 
opka, Philadelphia, Pa.; MC-52652 and 
Sub. 2, Lawrence Motor Lines, Inc., 
Haverhill, Mass.; MC-52676 and Sub. 2, 
T. E. Fletcher, dba Fletcher Truck Lines, 
Halley, Pa.; MC-5585 and Sub. 3, Ed- 
mund B. Arehart and Ann C. Arehart, 
dba Arehart Trucking Co., Otsego, Mich.; 
MC-59521, and Sub. i, Abraham Alpert, 
New Haven, Conn.; MC-59527 and Subs. 
4 and 5, W. S. Willson and J. H. Tietz, 
dba Bell Transit Co., Pittsburgh, Pa.; 
MC-63041 and Subs. 1 and 3, R. & R. 
Express, Inc., Baltimore, Md.; MC-65978, 
Philip R. Grimm, Akron, O. 


MC-66554, Parker Transfer & Ware- 
house Co., Inc., Kansas City, Kan.; MC- 
67156, Container Transport Co. (A Cor- 
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poration), Los Angeles, Calif.; MC- 
73870 and Sub. 2, Abraham B. Gendler, 
dba Liberty Gas & Oil Co., Omaha, Neb.; 
MC-75430, Silver Flour Warehouse & 
Trucking Corp., Bronx, N.Y; MC-76179, 
Associated Retailers Suburban Delivery 
Co.. St. Louis, Mo.; MC-77326, Beashear 
Truck Co., St. Louis, Mo.; MC-81814, 
Lompoc Truck Co., Lompoc, Calif.; MC- 
844. William H. McCormick, Rose A. Mc- 
Cormick, James A. McCormick, Joseph 
A. R. McCormick, and Elizabeth I. Mc- 
Cormick, dba McCormick’s Express, 
Camden, N.J.; MC-84556, M. M. & E. J 
Amann, Pitsburgh, Pa.; MC-84702, Wil- 
liam Jones, St. Louis, Mo. 


MC-84704, A. J. Kaufmann, dba M. K. 
& G. Hauling Co., St. Louis, Mo.; MC- 
87161, Colaluca Trucking Co., Middlesex, 
N.J.: MC-88153, Fred Siegel, Inc., Hale- 
don, N.J.; MC-88680, Edith B. Grant, dba 
Grant Transfer, Scottsbluff, Neb.; MC- 
95222, Randall C. Mortensen, Alamosa, 
Colo.: MC-96150, Earl Millsap, Kansas 
City, Mo.; MC-96175, C. C. Moody, In- 
dependence, Mo.; MC-96193, Genessee 
Explosives Sales, Inc., Rochester, N.Y.; 
MC-96457, Polo Anglise, Stuart, Va.; MC- 
101623, C. E. Findley, Lancaster, Pa.; MC- 
104358, Sub. 3, Frank H. Jarrett, Oaks, 
Pa.: MC-106374, Subs. 2 and 3, Martin 
A. Stough, York, New Salem, Pa.; MC- 
106608, L. C. Reynolds, Massillon, O. 


MC-106652, Nicholas Dinella, Upper 
Darby, Pa.; MC-106780, John Aubrey 
Leisure, dba Leisure Trucking Service, 
Richmond, Ind.; MC-106813, Fred Capo- 
casa, dba Fox Valley Truck Line, Car- 
pentersville, Ill.; MC-108313, Subs. 1 and 
6, Caledonia Lines, Inc., Ontario, N.Y.; 
MC-108344, Ed Etter, dba Etter Truck- 
ing Co., Ft. Wayne, Ind.; MC-109352, 
Elizabeth Jane Atkinson, dba W. Hunter 
Atkinson, Philadelphia, Pa.; MC-109766, 
George F. Rung, Jr., dba Rung Trans- 
port, Chicago, Ill.; MC-110414, D’Amelio 
Transportation Co., Inc. Paterson, N.J.; 
MC-111095, B & D Trucking Co., Clifton, 
N.J.; MC-111156, Roy Eliason, Duchesne, 
Utah; MC-111202 and Subs. 3 and 4, 


Richard H. Bullock, Ellenville, N-Y.; 
MC-111350, Subs. 1, 2 and 5, Liquid 
Transit, Inc., Rhinebeck, N.Y.; MC- 
111540, William E. Loyd, dba Loyd 


Brothers Truck Line, Orrick, Mo. 


MC-111613 and Sub. 1, James M. Po- 
teat, dba Poteat Trucking Co., Jones- 
boro, Tenn.; MC-111907, Henry P. Hobbs, 
Loretto, Tenn.; MC-112763, Sub. 3, Wil- 
liam C. Woodard, dba Woodard Truck 
Lines, Springfield, Tenn.; MC-112823, 
J. A. Douglas Bailey, Bluefield, W.Va.; 
MC-113012, Sub. 2 and 5, Russell Sandt, 
Sunnyside, N.Y.; MC-113083, John F. 
Mahr, dba Mahr Brothers Transportation 
Corp., Rockville, Conn.; MC-113111, Sub. 
1, Washine Chemical Corp., Lodi, NWJ.; 
MC-113249, Sub. 1, Frank Mariano, dba 
Empire State Transportation Co., Long 
Island City, N.Y.; MC-113443, Sub. 1, 
Ray W. Michael and Charles B. Shields, 
dba Rogers Truck Line, Independence, 
Mo.; MC-113463, W. I. Davis and C. M. 
Goen, dba Contract Carrier Co., Albu- 
querque, N.M.; MC-113526, Sub. 1, Van- 
over Bros., Inc., Owensboro, Ky.; MC- 
114055, Ray Kolnik and Harvey Kyle, Jr., 
dba Werrbeck Trucking Service, Wood- 
stock, Ill.; MC-114087, Decatur Petroleum 
Haulers Inc., Decatur, Ala.; MC-114595, 
Ralph & Erna Mae Flesch, Walden, 
Colo.; MC-114648, Arnold Salzeider, Vul- 
can, Mich.; MC-114753, L. W. Adkins, 
dba Packer’s Cartage, Stevensville, Mich.; 





MC-114901, Sub. 1, August Varoli & Ray- 
mond Varoli, dba Varoli and Son., 
Bridgeville, Pa.; MC-114907, Sub. 1, Wal- 
do D. Todd, Santa Fe, N.M.; MC-114981, 
George Harvey Corp., New York City, 
N.Y.; MOC-115406, Charles A. Walls, 
Sudlersville, Md.; MC-115457, Sub. 1, Leo 
Sirois, Kankakee, Ill.; MC-115580, Haul- 
ers Service Inc., Vineland, N.J.; MC- 
115756, E. W. Reid and Sons, Pendleton, 
Ore.; MC-115828, Enos J. Palmer, Jr., Jop- 
lin, Mo.; MC-116148, Harry D. Wolf, New 
Bloomfield, Pa. 

MC-6857, Clayton McWhorter, Brook- 
ville, Ind.; MC-10380, and Sub. 2, Clar- 
ence G. Stadler & Emery W. Stadler, 


doing business as Emery W. Stadler, 
Minden, Neb.; MC-11315, William A 
Givens (W. A. Givens, Jr., Executor), 


Akron, O.; MC-14207, Harold W. Struve, 
dba Struve Truck Line, Deshler, Neb.; 
MC-17003, Bell Transportation Co., Inc., 
Medford, Mass.; MC-32486, Glynn M 
Lookabill & Ralph J. Morgan, dba K and 
Y Motor Lines, Asheville, N.C.; MC- 
39414 and Subs. 6 and 7, Tyler Truck 
Lines, Inc., Oakfield, N.Y.; MC-45877, 
Finkle’s Express, Inc., Clifton, N.J.; MC- 
46271, William C. Devenney, Inc., Wilm- 
ington, Del.; MC-76289, Mrs. Robert K 
Norton & Walter G. Kling, dba Norton 
Truck Line, New Orleans, La.;: MC- 
77340, Violet R. Dickie Admx. Est. E. J 
Dickie, dba Dickie Trucking Co., Bag- 


dad, Ariz.; MC-78773, John M. Shovel, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

MC-83617, Marshalltown Freighters, 
Inc., Marshalltown, Ia.; MC-84559, 


Charles Stodart, Buena Park, Calif.; MC- 
87088, Abe Ross, dba Abe Ross Truck 
Line, Denison, Tex.; MC-87228, Speedy 
Transport Inc., Stockton, Calif.; MC- 
90941, Louis A. Giovanelli, Chester, Pa.: 
MC-93616 and Sub. 3, F. C. Ingham, 
Monahans, Tex.; MC-95726, E. L. Fitz- 
gerald, Jr.. Ooltewah, Tenn.; MC-100272, 
Buck Trucking Co. Inc., Brooklyn, N.Y.: 
MC-100684, and Sub. 2, Clifford A. Man- 
gus, dba Mangus Co., Lusk, Wyo., MC- 
101741, and Sub. 4, Thompson and Sons, 
Transportation, Boise, Ida.; MC-101826, 
Continental Drive Away, Inc., Duncan, 
Okla.; MC-102546, Blue Flash Express, 
Inc., Baton Rouge, La.; MC-103335 and 
Sub. 1, Charles W. West, dba West Trans- 
fer Co., Asheville, N.C.; MC-104651, Wal- 
ter F. Smith & Delbert D. Graber, dba 
S & G Fast Freight, Kansas, O.; MC- 
104912, Irvin R Yodex, Belleville, Pa.; 
MC-106402, Millard Truck Lines, Inc., 
Des Moines, Ia.; MC-106915 and Sub. 1, 
Edmac Trucking Co., Inc., Fayetteville, 
N.C. 

MC-108339, Maureen Young Welch and 
Opal Young McEachin, dba J. W. Young 
Transfer, Charlotte, N.C.; MC-109634 and 
Sub. 2, Trailer Convoys, Inc., Louisville, 
Ky.; MC-111326, Warren Transport, Inc., 
Waterloo, Ia.; MC-112567, Arthur B. Mc- 
Ray, dba McRay Truck Line, Springfield, 
Ky.; MC-112977, N. A. Sims, dba Sims 
Transfer Co., Spartanburg, S.C.; MC-113- 
424, Anderson & Neal Trucking Co., Co- 
lumbia, Tenn.; MC-113724, Luther S. Bull, 
Lubbock, Tex.; MC-114328, Clackamas 
Trucking Co., Clackamas, Ore.; MC-114- 
655, Sub. 1, Coast Transport, Inc., Port- 
land, Ore.; MC-114933, Levisa Oil Corp.., 
Grundy, Ga.; MC-115157, Sub. 1, Francis 
P. Long, dba Long Coal and Hauling Co., 
Duquesne, Pa.; MC-115200, Roy McDanel 
& H. Lewis McDanel, dba Roy McDanel 
& Son, Elwood City, Pa.; MC-115209 and 
Sub. 1, Walter Pierce, dba Pierce & Son, 
San Carlos, Calif.; MC-115422, James V. 
Runyon, dba Runyon Transfer Co., 
Sciotoville, O.; MC-115724, Sub. 2 J. W. 
Phillips, Harrah, Okla.; MC-115733, Sub. 
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1, Sam Lattner, Groesbeck, Tex.; } 
115898, Everette Stubblefield, Cha 
nooga, Tenn. 

MC-205, Fred Worm, dba Worm Tra is- 
port, Ord. Neb.; MC-388, Frank M. Ca.a- 
naugh, Monmouth, Ill; MC-911, Sul 
Triangle Express & Transfer Co t 
Louis, Mo.;: MC-1086 and Sub. 1, Best 
Bros., Inc. Newark, N.J.; MC-3149. Trans- 
portation Corporation of Indiana, ¢ 
cinnati, O.; MC-6879 and Sub. 1, R 
mond J. Moriarty, Providence, | 
MC-8298, Swedesboro Transportation Co 
Swedesboro, N.J.; MC-10150, Clement L 
May, Akron, O.; MC-14641 and Sub. 2 
Lueking Transfer Co., St. Louis, Mo.;: MC- 
17495 and Subs. 4, 7, 9, 19, and 26, Michi- 
gan Central Brokerage Co., Lansing 
Mich.; MC-19919. Johnston Bros. Con- 
tracting Co., dba Johnston Bros., Port- 
land, Ore.; MC-23590, Laurel Roger Keck 


dba Keck Motor Service, Des Moines 
Ia.; MC-24911 and Subs. 1, 2, and 3, 


Robert A. Blaser, dba R. A. Blaser, Twin 
Falls, Ida. 

MC-26115 and Sub. 1, A. F. Chisholm 
Jr., dba Chisholm Trucking Co., Sharps- 
ville, Pa.; MC-33597, Albert Mahanes, F 
Lemuel Mahanes, Lewis Mahanes and 
Samuel L. Mahanes, dba Mahanes Bros 
Cismont, Va.; MC-34883, Sills Truck 
Service, Inc., Portland, Ore.; MC-35893 
Francis S. Blackwood, Akron, O.: MC- 
36704, Ely Rulens, aka Eli Rulens, dba 
Quality Coal & Hauling, St. Louis, Mi 
MC-42272, Mary Litchfield, L. J. Leyen- 
decker & N. Yirkosky, dba N. L. Litch- 
field Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill.: MC- 
44851, Nelson H. Elwell, dba East Jersey 
Transportation Co., Secaucus, N.J.; MC- 
47053, and Sub. 6, Scovara Cartage Co 
Detroit, Mich.; MC-47252, W. Lester Kell 
and Ray A. Kell, dba Kell Bros., Landis- 


burg, Pa.; MC-47262 and Subs. 2 and 3 
Gerald Knoderer, dba Arrow Tranfer 
Columbus, O.; MC-47427, Elmer W 
Gockley, Ephrata, Pa.; MC-47761 and 
Sub. 3, The Riverside Truck & Storage 
Co., Inc., Bay City, Mich.;: MC-5288¢ 
and Sub. 1, Irving E. Wilcox, Roscoe 
N.Y. 


MC-59375, Hyer Larsen, Anton Larsen 
Petra Larsen and Marguerite Larsen 
dba Hyer Trucking Co., Limited, Perth 
Amboy, N.J.; MC-59759 and Subs. 5 and 


6, Food Products Trucking Co., Eliza- 
beth, N.J.; MC-60169 and Subs. 1, 6, 9, 
12, 14, 15, 18, 20, 23 and 24, Freedmen 


Motor Service, Inc., Metuchen, N.J.; MC- 
60247, Sub. 1, Standard Trucking Co 
Perth Amboy, N.J.; MC-61506, Russell 
Transfer Co., Inc., Washington, Ga.: MC- 
67276 and Subs 3 and 4, Louis Brodsky, 
dba B. & F. Transportation Co., Wash- 
ington, D.C.; MC-69365 and Subs. 1 and 
3, Contract Carrier Service, Inc., Eugene, 
Ore.; MC-70102, Joel C. Brothers, dba 
Flying Cloud Transport Co., Cleveland, 
Okla.; MC-70313, Ezra T. Myers, dba 
Myers Contract Trucking, York, Pa.: MC- 
75531, Lenox Trucking, Inc., Hamilton, 
O.; MC-76297, E. F. Denham, Akron, O 
MC-77024 and Sub. 1, National Petroleum 
Service Co., Somerville, Mass.; MC-78687, 


Russell Lott, dba Lott Motor Lines, 
Meshoppen, Pa.; MC-86650, Melvin G 
Dennett, Center Conway, N.H.; MC- 


87453, S. Enola Grunenberge, dba Enola 
Gochenaur, Manheim, Pa.; MC-88692, 
Zephia Odell Clark, Martinsburg, W.Va 
MC-88741, Green Bros, Inc., dba Greens 
Storage Warehouses, Fall River, Mass 
MC-89300, John S. Marvin, dba J. 5 
Marvin Building Co., Mansfield, Pa.; MC- 
90373, C & R Trucking Co., Avenel, N.J 
MC-91505, Alfred Lederer Transporta- 
tion, Inc., New York City, N.Y.; MC- 
100254, R. J. Allison Co., Inc., Tulsa, 
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O MC-100820 and Sub. 1, Lawrence 
Kelso, Wash.; MC-101932, The 


A IT, 


Express Co., Trenton, N.J.; MC- 
Irene Wright lLybarger, dba 
er and Irene Wright”, Longmont, 


MC-103647, Owl Transfer & Stor- 
: o., Inc., Seattle, Wash.; MC-105176, 
Pa Inc., Nashua, N.H.; MC-105500 and 
Su 1, 2 and 3, Harry Holck, Ruther- 


N.J.; MC-106681, Ware Forgerson, 
Silverton, Tex.; MC-106907, and Sub. 4, 
Donald W. Peacock, dba Peacock Haul- 


ng Co., Waycross, Ga.; MC-106981 and 
Sub. 2, M & M Trucking Co., Inc., Muncie, 
I MC-107939, Colorado Natural Gas 
C Denver, Colo.; MC-107983, William 
H. Fawcett, dba Ohio Valley Creamary 
C Marion, Il. 


MC-108216 and Sub. 1, Prickett Trans- 
nortation Co., Inc., Salida, Calif.; MC- 
108462, Leonard Harnisch, Downing, Wis.; 
MC-109230, Sub. 1, Gilbert Storage & 
Transfer Corp., Lynchburg, Va.; MC-109- 
93, H. R. Mill, Muskogee, Okla.; MC-110- 
393, Fred L. Ridge and W. O. McCarthy, 
iba Frigid Food Express, Louisville, Ky.; 
MC-110417, Sub. 2, Ralph Wiley, dba 
Ralph Wiley Transfer, Athens, Ga.; MC- 
110691, Amerigo Bocchi, Mechanicville, 
N.Y.: MC-110766, August Heiden-John 
Heiden dba Stone City Transfer Co., 
Joliet, Tl.; MC-111109, Wm. A. Muehlen- 
beck and Wm. J. Muehlenbeck dba 
Frankenmuth Transportation Co., Sagi- 
naw, Mich.; MC-111543, Joseph F. Koz- 
lowski, dba Joliet Delivery Service, Joliet, 
Il.;: MC-112024, Wilson Brothers Truck- 
ing Inc. Bedford, O.; MC-112254, Sub. 1, 
R. E. Minton, dba R. E. M. Trucking Co., 
Kingsport, Tenn; MC-112685, Sub. 1, 
Hornish Bros. Inc., Defiance, O.; MC- 
112968, Edward C. Scholten, Hull, Ia. 


MC-113037, Elmer Saunders, dba Saun- 
ders Trucking Service, Alva, Okla.; MC- 
113205, Jim L. Jordan, Monahans, Tex.; 
MC-113379, Sub. 1, Susan Nicholson Adm. 
Estate of Frank Nicholson, Port Orford, 
Ore.; MC-113435, Shelley & Groce, Burn- 
side, Ky.; MC-113950 and Sub. 2, Sam- 
uel Cohen & Herbert Peetz, dba Nation- 
al Trucking Co., Brooklyn, N. Y.; MC- 
114400, Be-Rite Delivery Service, Inc., St. 
Louis, Mo.; MC-114485 and Sub. 1, Ches- 
ter K. Wrenn, dba Acme Moving Serv- 
ice, Lexington, Ky; MC-114654, Joseph 
Genovese, dba Marine Trucking Co., New 
Canaan, Conn.; MC-115430, Earl Gobel, 
dba Gobel Freight Lines, Niles, IIL; 
MC-115444, W. G. Riedel Trucking Co., 
Inc., Karnes City, Tex.; MC-115539, Roy 
N. Robison, Wilder, Ida.; MC-115745, and 
Sub. 3, Leland F. Thompson, Pilot Rock, 
Ore.; MC-115806, Sub. 1, Thomas A. 
Ritchie, Checotah, Okla.; MC-115815, 
John George Goldt, Rogue River, Ore.; 
MC-115894, Kemper, Inc., Lafayette, La.; 
MC-115915, Fred E. Hagen, dba Hagen 
Truck Line, Sioux City, Ia.; MC-115952, 
A. C. Miller, Rodney, Ontario; MC- 
115977, Louis F. Skok, Spokane, Wash. 

1C-65419, and Sub. Nos. 1 and 3, Arm- 
ored Car Co., Inc., Louisville, Ky.; MC- 
93235, Indiana Trucking, Inc., East Chi- 
a°o, Ind.; MC-113333, and Sub. 7, Arm- 
red Car, Inc., New Orleans, La.; MC- 
119, Russell E. Egloff, Plymouth, Mich., 
MC-48416, Merchants Trucking Corp., 
ianapolis. 


IC-226, LeRoy L. Wade & Son, Inc., 
Omaha, Neb.; MC-1827, and Subs. 20, 22, 


244 and 26, K. W. McKee, Inc., St. 
Pail, Minn.; MC-6237, Sub. 1, Donald 
S. Grimm, Lodi, O.; MC-7184, Sub. 1, 
W iliam J. Smith, Ouray, Colo.; MC- 


89.7 and Sub. 2, Glenn H. Brower, Lewis- 
vn, Pa.; MC-13739, Tony Guerreo, dba 
Pr »sperity Trucking Co., Chicago, IIL; 
M '-17211, and Sub. 2, J. E. Servais, dba 








Jesco Motor Express, Mt. Vernon, O.; 
MC-18135, W. R. Arthur & Co., Inc. 
Janesville, Wis.; MC-20552, Thomas E. 
Zogorski, Newtown, Pa.; MC-28103, 
Charles Valente, dba C. Valente Truck- 
ing Co., Bayonne, N.J.; MC-29133 and 
Subs. 4 and 5, Weston Trucking & For- 
warding Co., Inc., Jersey City, N.J.; MC- 
49567, Roy R. Golden, and Leonard E. 
Golden, dba Golden Bros., Kewanee, Il. 

MC-50680 and Sub. 1, Theo Schroetlin, 
Sutton, Neb.; MC-55847 and Sub. 2, Bur- 
ris Food Distributors, Inc., Milford, Del.; 
MC-62538, James E. Ashton, dba Monte 
Vista Transport & Jim Ashton Truck 
Line, Monte Vista, Colo.; MC-64942, 
Gresham Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill.; MC- 
66983, Robertson Drayage Co., Inc., San 
Francisco, Calif.; MC-69545, Direct De- 
livery System, Ltd., Los Angeles, Calif.; 
MC-69876 and Sub. 9, Burks-Pelz Trans- 
fer, Inc., Evansville, Ind.; MC-70054, 
Charles J McGovern, Trustee in Bank- 
ruptcy of Joseph R. Nottage, Providence, 
R.I.; MC-70175, Ward Calvin Kistler, dba 
Kistler Transfer Co., Warren, O.; MC- 
71207, W. H. Kilbourne, Akron, O.; MC- 
74490, Martin Motor Freight, Inc., Pat- 
erson, N.J.; MC-86188, Sub. 6 and 25, 
Northland Petroleum ‘Transport Co., 
Lancaster, Pa.; MC-86694, S. A. Sher- 
wood, dba S. A. Sherwood, Turtlepoint, 
Pa.; MC-89557, Lawrence A. McCarthy, 
dba Grote Cartage Co., Chicago, I11.; 
MC-80822 and Subs. 1, 4, 5, 6, 9, and 12, 
William Austin Fishel, Winston-Salem, 


NC. 
MC-91030, Hicks-Costaring Co. Inc., 
Flushing, N.Y.; MC-93225, Indiana 


Trucking, Inc., East Chicago, Ind.; MC- 
95612, Sub. 4, M. W. Leahy Co., Inc., 
Littleton, Mass.; MC-104111, Charlie F. 
Summers, dba Contract Drayman, Clovis, 
N.M.; MC-105326, Thomas E. Griffin, dba 
Great Lakes Trucking Co., Monroe, Mich.; 
MC-107318, John H. Spence, Princeton, 
Ind.; MC-108178, Subs. 1 and 2, Apex 
Fuel & Freight Co., Longview, Wash.; 
MC-108508, Arthur J. Blickhan, Quincy, 
Tll.; MC-108770, Arthur Link, dba A. 
Link, Toledo, O.; MC-108991, Subs. 12 
and 16, Southern Truck Lines, Inc., Fay- 
etteville, Tenn.; MC-109104, Builders 
Transport, Inc., Elkhart, Ind.; MC-109390, 
M. W. Cosby Co., Inc., Richmond, Va.; 
MC-109704, Dante J. Casali, dba Chemi- 
cal Transport Co., Pittsburgh, Pa.; MC- 
109713, and Sub. 2, DeMar Meyer, Valley 
City, N.D.; MC-109724, and Sub. 1, John 
Dewar, Waukesha, Wis.; MC-109833 and 
Sub. 1, Hercules, Inc., Memphis, Tenn.; 
MC-109851, H. M. Shoup, dba Shoup 
Truck Line, Carlisle, Ark.; MC-110821, 
The Griffin Trucking and Storage Co., 
Inc., Fayetteville, N.C.; MC-111289, John 
W. Wehry, dba Blue Star Express Lines, 
Tamaqua, Pa.; MC-111781, Howard Hen- 
son, c/o Wm. Cameron & Co., Hobbs, 
N.M.;: MC-111965, Sub. 1, Canaan Dairy 
Express, Inc., Canaan, Conn.; MC-112210, 
Robert G. Owen, Nauarre, O.; MC-112538, 
Frank Frierson, Picayune, Miss.; MC- 
112704, Howard Bell, dba Film Service, 
Portland, Ore. 


MC-112871, Charles H. Morrow, dba 
Morrow Transfer Co., Piqua, O.; MC- 
112925, Ralph Skelton, dba Skelton De- 
livery & Trucking Co., Perth Amboy, 
N.J.; MC-113738, Sub. 1, Continental 
Tennessee Lines, Inc., Nashville, Tenn.; 
MC-114217, Sub. 1, Canaan & Redman, 
Inc., Seattle, Wash.; MC-114502, Sub. 1, 
Charles D. Evans, dba Evans Steel Drum 
Co., New Orleans, La.; MC-114592, Earl 
Michaud, Kingsford, Mich.; MC-114700 
and Sub. 1, A. W. Johnson & Co., Ben- 
son, N.C.; MC-114912, Sub. 4 and Subs. 
6 and 8, Charles J. Kotwica dba Rome 
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Express, Rome, N.Y.; MC-114917, Dart 
Transportation Service, A Corporation, 
Maywood, Calif.; MC-115133, Sub. 1, 
Harry Bennett Construction Co., Alma, 
Ga.; MC-115519, Russell R. Bgloff, Ply- 
mouth, Mich.; MC-115585, Southern 
Newspapers, Inc., Guntersville, Ala.; 
MC-115605, B. H. & M. Lines, Inc., Bing- 
hamton, N.Y.; MC-115834, Willie T. Boaz, 
Etc., dba Bourbon Transfer Co., Paris, 


Ky.; MC-115957, Jerry N. Neisler, dba 
Neisler Trucking Service, Lexington, 
Tenn.; MC-115963 Sub. 1, Burton W. 


Dumford, Yakima, Wash. 


Hudson River Trailership 
Rights Transfer Upheld 


The entire Commission has refused 
to reconsider a decision by division 4 
approving water carrier service between 
the New York harbor area and the Al- 
bany, N.Y., area designed for transport- 
ing highway trailers on self-propelled 
vessels and an application for motor 
carrier rights by a carrier which plans 
to utilize the water-carrier service. 

By an order in Finance No. 19624, 
Trailerships, Inc., Certificate Transfer 
embracing MC-39123, Sub. 3, Masters 
Fast Freight Service, Inc., Extension- 
Hoboken, the Commission refused to 
reconsider division 4’s decision approving 
the transfer to Hudson River Trailer- 
ship, Inc., of the amended certificate 
held by Trailership, Inc., a bankrupt, 
and authorized certain motor carrier 
operations by Masters in connection 
with the water carrier operations (T.W., 
Sept. 28, 1957, p. 56). 

In the instant order the Commission 
denied petitions of Amsterdam Des- 
patch, Inc., et al., and Trunk Line Ter- 
ritory Railroads, except the Chesapeake 
& Ohio Railway, for reopening, recon- 
sideration and further hearing. 

The Commission said division 4’s de- 
cision was based on adequate findings 
supported by the record and that there 
had been presented no error of fact or law 
with respect to the matters complained 
of by the petitioners and that no show- 
ing had been made warranting reopen- 
ing, reconsideration and reversal of 
the decision or for further hearing. 


The division’s order was made effec- 
tive 15 days from the date of service of 
the instant order, January 20. However, 
the Commission said that unless the cer- 
tificate transfer was consumated on or 
before 180 days from the effective date 
of the order, the order would be of no 
further force or effect. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


Designation of a tariff below does not 
mean that all schedules in it have been 


Suspended by the Commission. Suspen- 
sion orders contain many schedules not 
reproduced here. Details of such orders 
are published in The Traffic Bulletin. 


I. and S. No. 6870, Aluminum and 
Petroleum—Texas and La., to Florida, 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 21 to and in- 
cluding August 20, schedules published 
in supplement No. 6 to I.C.C. No. 268 
by the Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp., 
Mobile, Ala. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new rates, with mini- 
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mum weight of 72,000 pounds on alumi- 
num billets, blooms, pigs, and slabs, from 
Gregory, Point Comfort and Rockdale, 
Tex., to Miami, Fla., and also propose to 
establish new rates on petroleum prod- 
ucts, with minimum weight of 26,000 
pounds, Baton Rouge, La. to Tampa, 
Fla. 

I. and S. No. 6871, Iron and Steel Arti- 
cles From Atlanta to New Orleans, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 23 to and includ- 
ing August 22 schedules published in 
supplement 24 to tariff LC.C. 1592 of 
agent C. A. Spaninger, Atlanta, Ga. 
The suspended schedules propos: to es- 
tablish reduced all-rail commodity rate 
on iron and steel articles, minimum 
40,000 pounds, from Atlanta, Ga., to New 
Orleans, La., over routes over which 
fourth section relief has been denied by 
fourth-section order No. 18854 dated 
January 15, 1958. 

I. and S. No. 6872, Scope of Operations 
—Alaska Freight Lines, Inc., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 22 to and including August 
21 schedules published on original page 
No. 17 and on original pages 27 to 
$6, inclusive, of tariff W-I.C.C. No. 2 of 
Alaska Freight Lines, Inc., Seattle, 
Wash. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish proportional all-water com- 
modity rates between Portland, Ore., and 
Seattle, Wash. and New Orleans, La., 
and Texas ports and points in Texas; 
also a provision which would permit the 
carrier at its option to substitute a self- 
propelled vessel for barges on water por- 
tion, in lieu of an unmanned barge 
without motive power. 

I. and S. M-10718, Candy—Pa. to Va.; 
Glass—Md., W.Va. to Va., Paint—N.Y. to 
Va., the Commission, Board of suspen- 
sion, suspended from January 20 to and 
including August 19, schedules published 
in supplement No. 9 to tariff MF-I.C.C 
No. 506 of Motor Carriers Traffic As- 
sociation, Inc., agent, Greensboro, N.C 
The suspended schedules propose to 
establish reduced commodity rates on 
chocolate candy and related articles, min- 
imum weight 30,000 pounds, from Her- 
shey, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., on plate 
glass, minimum weight 30,000 pounds, 
from Cumberland, Md., to Norfolk, Va., 
on window glass, truckloads, from Clarks- 
burg, W.Va., to Lynchburg, Norfolk and 
Richmond, Va., and on paint and related 
articles, less-truckload, from Staten Is- 
land, N.Y., to Norfolk, Va. 


I. and S. M-10719, Paper—Hamilton, 
O., to Edinburg, Ill, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 19 to and including August 18, 
schedules published in supplement No. 
3 to MF-I.C.C. No. 17 of the Victor 
Transit Corp., Cincinnati, O. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
new motor contract carrier rates gon 
paper, other than newsprint, minima 
20,000 and 30,000 pounds, from Hamilton, 
O., to Edinburg, Ill. 


I. and S. M-10720, Foodstuffs—IIL, 
Wis., and Mich., the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from January 
20 to and including August 19, schedules 
published in supplement No. 5 to MF- 
L.C.C. No. 205 by the L.C.L. Transit 
Co., Madison, Wis. The suspended 
schedules of minimum rates propose to 
establish new and reduced contract car- 
rier rates on manufactured or prepared 
foods, equipment, materials, and sup- 
plies from Chicago, Ill., to points in 








Wisconsin, and from certain points in 
Wisconsin to points in Wisconsin and 
Michigan. 

I. and S. M-10721, Various Commodities 


—Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 16, and later, to 
and including August 15, schedules pub- 
lished on thirteenth and fourteenth 
revised pages 109; eighteenth revised page 
115; sixth revised page 133-A; twelfth 
and thirteenth revised pages 153, and 
fourteenth and fifteenth revised pages 
156 to MF-I.C.C. No. 64 of the Pan- 
Atlantic Steamship Corp. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new or 
reduced common carrier commodity rates 
on motor-water, water-motor, or motor- 
water-motor traffic, to apply on various 
commodities, minima 23,000 to 40,000 
pounds, from points in Massachusetts, 
New Jersey, New York and Pennsylvania 
to points in Florida, Louisiana and Texas. 

I. and S. M-10723, Assembling and Dis- 
tribution Rates—Transfer, Inc., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 20 to and including August 
19, schedules published in tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 1 of Transfer, Inc., Easton, Pa. The 
suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish new motor common carrier less- 
truckload assembling and distribution 
rates on freight, all kinds, between 
Easton, Pa., and points in Pennsylvania 
and New Jersey within approximately 
25 miles of Easton, Pa. 

I. and 8S. M-10724, Paints, Twin Cities, 
Minn. to Fargo, N.D., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 18 to and including August 17, 
schedules published in supplement 11 
to MF-I.C.C. 295 of Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. 
The suspended schedules proposed to 
establish a reduced motor common car- 
rier commodity rate, minimum 20,000 
pounds, resulting in reduction of charges 
on paints, paint material or putty and 
other described articles, from the Twin 
Cities, Minn., to Fargo, N.D. 

I. and S. M-10725, Commodities—Twin 
Cities to Chicago, IIL, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 20 to and including August 19, 
schedules published in supplement No 
31 to MF-I.C.C. No. A-68 and in sup- 
plement No. 26 to MF-I.C.C. No. A-69 of 
A. R. Fowler, agent, St. Paul, Minn. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates on various commodities, minimum 
20,000 pounds, from Twin Cities, Minn., 
to Chicago, Il. 

I. and S. M-10726, Minimum Weights— 
Frozen Fruit Products From Fla., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 22 to and includ- 
ing August 21, schedules published in 
supplement No. 4 to joint tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 933 of Southern Motor Carriers 
Rate Conference, agent, and MF-I.C.C. 
No. 505 of Motor Carriers Traffic Associa- 
tion, Inc., agent. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to reduce from 30,000 to 
28,500 pounds the minimum weight in 
connection with motor common carrier 
rates on frozen or chilled fruit products 
from points in Florida to points in Illi- 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska and Wisconsin. 

I. and 8S. M-10727, Chemicals—South 
Kearny, N.J., to New York, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 20 to and including August 
19, schedules published in supplement No. 
2 to traiff MF-I.C.C. No. 2 of Carlton Hill 
Trucking Co., Inc., Carlton Hill, N.J. The 
suspended schedules propose new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 





TRAFFIC Vat 





chemicals, N.O.I., in containers, in «ss- 
truckloads and truckload minima rar :ing 
from 18,000 to 30,000 pounds. 

I. and 8S. M-10728, Batteries, Ra ios 
etc., from and to points in IIL, N.Y., ind 
O., the Commission, Board of Sus).en- 
sion, suspended from January 18 to and 
including August 17, schedules published 
on tenth revised page 175 to MF-I1.Oc 
No. 33 of C. A. Conklin Truck Line, Ine 
Adrian, Mich. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new motor common 
carrier commodity rates, viz., minimum 
2,000 pounds, on batteries, electric, dry 
cell, etc., when shipped in mixed ship- 
ments of lanterns or flashlights, electri 
(which are not to exceed 25 per cent of 
the actual or minimum weight), from 
Freeport, Ill., to Toledo, O.; minimum 
12,000 pounds on radio receiving sets 
televisions, etc., between Chicago, Il 
and Buffalo, N.Y. 

I. and S. M-10729, Roofing Materials— 
Joliet, UL, to Milwaukee, Wis., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 21 to and including Au- 
gust 20, schedules published in tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. 882, issued by Centra] 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., agent 
Chicago, Ill. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a reduced motor 
common carrier truckload commodity 
rate, minimum 30,000 pounds, to apply 
over the routes of certain specified mem- 
ber carriers, on a described list of roof- 
ing, paving or building materials, from 
Joliet, Ill., to Milwaukee, Wis. 

I. and 8S. M-10730, Rags N.O.1.—Twin 
Cities to Chicago, the Commission 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 22 to and including August 21 
schedules published in supplement 104 
to tariff MF-I.C.C. 271 of Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas 
City, Mo. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose a new motor common carrier com- 
modity rate on rags, N.O.I. minimum 
24,000 pounds, from Twin Cities, Minn 
to Chicago, Ill., in lieu of the present 
higher class rate. 

I. and 8S. M-10731, Softeners—Linden, 
N.J. to Ohio, the Commission, Board of 
Suspension, suspended from January 22 
to and including August 21, schedules 
published in MF-I.C.C. No. 182 of Inter- 
state Truck Service, Inc., Martins Ferry 
O. The suspended schedules propose t 
establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on cotton, glass fibre 
rayon, silk or wool softener, in drums, 
minimum 30,000 pounds, from Linden 
N.J., to Cleveland and Painesville, O 

I. and S. M-10732, Meats and P.H.P.— 
Twin Cities to Sioux Falls, S.D., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 22 to and includ- 
ing August 21, schedules published in 
supplement 37 to Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent’s tariff, MF-I.C.C 
282. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on fresh meats, mini- 
mum 21,000 pounds, and on salted meats 
and packing house products, minimum 
30,000 pounds, from Twin Cities, Minn., 
to Sioux Falls, S.D. 

I. and S. M-10733, Sulphate Skimmings 
—Elizabeth, La. to Evadale, Tex., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 22 to and including 
August 21, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 1 to MF-I.C.C. No. 12 of Rob- 
ertson Tank Lines, Inc., Houston, Tex 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish a new motor common carrier 
commodity rate on sulphate black liquor 
skimmings, minimum 30,000 pounds, from 
Elizabeth, La., to Evadale, Tex. 

I. and 8S. M-10734, Machinery From 
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it Lake City—International Transport, 
the Commission, Board of Sus- 
ision, suspended from January 22 to 

i including August 21 schedules pub- 

ed in tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 1 and sup- 
mental No. 1 thereto of International 
iunsport, Inc., Rochester, Minn. The 
pended schedules propose to establish 

y motor common carrier commodity 
rates on certain types of machinery, in 

ckloads, minimum weights 30,000 and 
8,000 pounds, from Salt Lake City, 
Utah, to points in various states. 

1. and 8S. M-10735, Bakery Goods— 
Ft. Smith, Ark., to Birmingham, Ala., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 

ended from January 22 to and including 
August 21 schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 32 to MF-I.C.C. No. 864 of 
Southern Motor Carriers Rate Confer- 
ence, agent, Atlanta, Ga. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a reduced 
motor common carrier commodity rate, 
minimum 40,000 pounds, on bakery goods 
N.O.I., from Ft. Smith, Ark, to Birming- 
ham, Ala. 


I. and 8S. M-10736, Aluminum Rods— 
Montana Points to Los Angeles, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 22 to and includ- 
ing August 21 schedules published on 
fifth revised page 135 of tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 90 of Rocky Mountain Motor Tariff 
Bureau, Inc., agent, of Denver, Colo. 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish a new motor common carrier 
commodity rate on rough aluminum rods, 
minimum 80,000 pounds, from Black 
Eagle and Great Falls, Mont., to the 
Los Angeles, Calif., area. 

I. and S. M-10737, Iron or Steel—Cen- 
tral Territory—Motor, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 23 to and including August 22 
schedules published in supplements 96 
and 104 to MF-I.C.C. No. 79 of Motor 
Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, 
Cleveland, O. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new or reduced 
motor common carrier commodity rates 

iron or steel articles and to make 
rates thereof applicable on lithographed 


or painted or printed tin or terne plate, 


in truckloads, within Central Territory. 


I. and S. M-10738, Petroleum Products 
—Between Ore., Wash and Ida., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 23 to and including August 
22, schedules published on fifth revised 
pages 67 and 82, ninth revised pages 84 
and 107, eighth revised page 85, sixth 
revised page 104, seventh revised page 
105 and twelfth revised page 107-A to 
MF-I.C.C. No. 59 issued by the Pacific 
Inland Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, Port- 
land, Ore. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish reduced motor common 

urrier rates on a variety of petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank truck, minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds, to apply between 
Portland, Willbridge and Linton, Ore., 
nd points in Washington; also between 


Pasco, E. Pasco and Spokane, Wash., and 





ints in Idaho. 
I. and S. M-10739, Cleaning Compounds 
‘urlington, Ia., to Denver, Colo., the 
ymmission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
ended from January 23 to and including 
igust 22 schedules published in supple- 
ents 109 and 112 to MF-I.C.C. 374 of 
liddlewest Motor Freight Bureau, agent, 
ansas City, Mo. The suspended sched- 
es propose to establish a reduced motor 


ymmon carrier commodity rate on 
eaning, scouring or washing com- 
ounds, minimum 36,000 pounds, from 


surlington, Ia., to Denver, Colo. 
I. and 8S. M-10740, Iron or Steel— 


Kansas City, Mo., to Milwaukee, Wis., 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 23 to and in- 
cluding August 22, schedules published 
in supplements 82 and 87 to tariff MF- 
I.C.C. 280 of Middlewest Motor Freight 
Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo., and 
in supplement No. 10 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 1 of Healzer Cartage Co., Kansas 
City, Mo. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose reduced motor common carrier com- 
modity rates on iron or steel and other 
articles, minimum 80,000 pounds, from 
Kansas City, Mo., to Milwaukee, Wis. 

I. and S. M-10741, Petroleum Products 
—Between Norfolk and North Carolina, 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 23 to and in- 
cluding August 22 schedules published in 
supplement No. 5 to MF-I.C.C. No. 21 
of Geo. A. Rheman Co., Inc., Charleston, 
S.C. The suspended schedules propose 
to reduce the present motor tank truck 
commodity rates on various petroleum 
products such as gasoline, kerosene, fuel 
oils, etc., between Norfolk and Ports- 
mouth, Va., and Ayden, Henderson and 
Norlina, N.C. 

I. and S. M-10742, Boxes—Paper Ar- 
ticles—St. Joseph, Mo., to Ia., and Minn., 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 23 to and in- 
cluding August 22 schedules published in 
supplments 82 and 87 to tariff MF-L.C.C. 
No. 280 of Middlewest Motor Freight Bu- 
reau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. The sus- 
pended schedules propose new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
boxes and crates, paper, paper and paper 
articles, as listed, less-truckloads and 
volume minimum 7,000, 10,000 and 20,000 
pounds, from St. Joseph, Mo., to points in 
Iowa and Minnesota, in lieu of present 
higher class rates. 

I. and S. M-10743, Grain Products— 
Kansas City, Mo., to Millstadt, Ill, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 23 to and including 
August 22 schedules published in supple- 
ments 82 and 87 to MF-I.C.C. No. 280 
of Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, 
agent, Kansas City, Mo. The suspended 
schedules propose a reduced motor com- 
mon carrier truckload commodity rate on 
grain products, minimum 36,000 pounds, 
from Kansas City, Mo., to Millstadt, Il. 


I. and 8S. M-10744, Reinforcing Bars— 
Sullivan Co., Ind., From St, Louis, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 23 to and includ- 
ing August 22, schedules published in 
supplement No. 96 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 79 of Motor Carriers Tariff Bureau, 
Inc., agent, Cleveland, O. The suspend- 
ed schedules propose new motor common 
carrier commodity rates on iron or steel 
reinforcing bars, minima 20,000 and 32,- 
000 pounds, from St. Louis, Mo., to Ayre- 
shire Colleries Corp., and Indiana-Mich- 
igan Electric Co., in Sullivan County, 
Ind. 


I, and 8S. M-10745, Zinc—Amarillo, Tex., 
to Illinois Points, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 24 to and including August 23 
schedules published in supplement 113 
to MF-ICC 278 of Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. 
The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on zine ingots or slabs, 
minimum 60,000 pounds, from Amarillo, 
Tex., to Joliet and Chicago, Il. 

I. and 8S, M-10746, Iron or Steel Articles 
—Baltimore to Washington, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 23 to and including August 
22 schedules published in supplement No. 
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238 to MF-I.C.C. No. 50 issued by Motor 
Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, Cleve- 
land, O. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish reduced motor common 
carrier less-truckload rates, subject to 
graduated minima of less than 2,000 
pounds, 2,000 pounds but less than 6,000 
pounds and 6,000 pounds or more, on iron 
or steel articles consisting of fence post 
fixtures, wire fencing, fence posts, pipe or 
tubing, to apply from Baltimore, Dundalk, 
Essex, Towson, and Sparrows Point, Md., 
to Rosslyn, Va., and Washington, D.C. 

I. and 8S. M-10747, Cotton Piece Goods 
—Alabama and Georgia to New Orleans, 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from January 24 to and 
including August 23 schedules published 
in supplements Nos. 27 and 30 to MF- 
I.C.C. No. 901 of Southern Motor Car- 
riers Rate Conference, agent, Atlanta, 
Ga. The suspended -schedules propose 
to establish reduced motor common car- 
rier truckload commodity rates on cot- 
ton piece goods, from 34 points in Ala- 
bama and six points in Georgia to New 
Orleans, La 

I. and S. M-10748, Agricultural Imple- 
ments—Ottumwa to Texas, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 24 to and including August 
23 schedules published in supplement 113 
to MF-I.C.C. 278 of Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish reduced motor common carrier 
commodity rates on agricultural imple- 
ments, minimum 20,000 pounds, from 
Ottumwa, Ia., to Dallas and Fort Worth, 
Texas. 

I. and S. M.-10749, Meats—Amarillo, 
Tex., to Kansas City and Chicago, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 24 to and including 
August 23 schedules published in supple- 
ment 113 to MF-I.C.C. 278 of Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas 
City, Mo. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish reduced motor common 
carrier commodity rates on fresh and 
salted meats, minimum 26,000 pounds, 
from Amarillo, Tex., to Kansas City, Mo., 
and Chicago, Ill. 

I. and 8. M-10750, Photographic Sup- 
plies—Chicago to Rochester, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 24 to and including Au- 
gust 23 schedules published on original 
and first revised pages 606-A to tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. A-114 of Eastern Central 
Motor Carriers Association, Inc., agent, 
Akron, O., and supplements Nos. 1 and 
2 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 24 of Schreiber 
Trucking Co., Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa. The 
suspended schedules propose increased 
and reduced motor common carrier com- 
modity rates on photographic supplies, 
minima 24,000 and 30,000 pounds, from 
Chicago, Ill., to Rochester, N.Y. 

I. and 8. M-10751, Brooms—Loveland, 
Colo., to Minnesota and Nebraska, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 24 to and includ- 
ing August 23 schedules published in sup- 
plements 37 and 40 to MF-I.C.C. 291 of 
Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, agent, 
Kansas City, Mo. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
brooms with handles attached, minimum 
12,000 pounds, from Loveland, Colo., to 
Fremont, Neb., and Duluth, Minn. 

I. and 8. M-10752, Adipic Acid—Luling, 
La., to Central Territory, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
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from January 24 to and including August 


23 schedules published in supplement 113 
to MF-I.C.C. No. 278, and Supplements 


69 and 75 to MF-I.C.C. of Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas 
City, Mo. The suspended schedules pro- 


pose to establish new motor common Ccar- 
rier commodity rates, minimum 60,000 
pounds, on adipic acid, dry, from Luling, 
La., to Chicago, Ill.; St. Louis, Mo., and 
Cincinnati, O 

I. and S. M-10753, Meats—Omaha, Neb., 
to Fort Smith, Ark., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
January 24 to and including August 23 
schedules published in supplement 113 to 
MF-I.C.C. 278 of Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent, Kansas City, Mo. 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish a motor common carrier commod- 
ity rate, minimum 25,000 pounds, on 
meats, fresh, packing house products 
from Omaha, Neb. to Fort Smith, Ark. 

I. and S. M-10754, Sound Deadening 
Compounds—Miller’s Motor Freight, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from January 22 to and including 
August 21 schedules published in supple- 
ments Nos. 25 and 26 to MF-I.C.C. No. 17 
of Miller’s Motor Freight, Inc., of York, 
Pa. The suspended schedules propose to 
add sound deadening compounds to the 
description on roofing and building ma- 
terials for application via the respondent 
motor line between points in eastern 
states. 

I. and S. M-10755, Consolidation—Mc- 
Namara Motor Express, Inc., the Com- 








mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from January 25 to and including August 


24 schedules published in tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 38 of McNamara Motor Ex- 
press, Inc., Kalamazoo, Mich. The sus- 
pended schedules propose new motor 
common carrier provisions and charges 
for consolidating less-than-truckload 


shipments of all commodities at Detroit, 
Mich 


TARIFFS NOT SUSPENDED: 
APPELLATE ACTION 


Reproduced below are notices issued by 
the Commission of decisions by its divi- 


sion 2, acting as an appellate division, not 
to suspend the tariffs indicated Such 
10tices are issued by the Commission's 
Secretary when the disposition of protests 
is appealed from the Commission’s Board 


of Suspension to the division 


Division 2, acting as an appellate di- 
vision, voted January 17 not to suspend 
protested schedules naming commodity 
rates on frozen citrus juice concentrates, 
minimum weight 30,000 pounds, from 
origins in Florida to destinations in Ili- 
nois, Indiana, Minnesota, and Missouri, as 
set forth in supplement 6 to MF-I.C.C 
No. 64 of Agent A. A. Marshall, to be- 
come effective January 20, 1958. The 
Board of Suspension had concluded not 
to suspend the protested schedules and 
the action of division 2 followed the filing 
of an appeal for reconsideration of the 
board’s action. The action of the Board 
of Suspension and of Division 2 does not 


constitute approval of the protested 
schedules. 





COMMISSION ORDERS 





No. 32187, United States of America Vv. 
Pennsylvania R.R. Co. Defendant's petition 
to compel complainant’s witnesses to pro- 
duce documentary evidence, denied. 

> > > 

No. 32241, Shaw Warehouse Co. v. Southern 
Ry. Co., et al. Complainant's petition, inso- 
far as it requests production by defendants 
of the document identified in Item 60 in 
Appendix A to the petition, denied. Subpena 
duces tecum issued to and served upon 
Southern Ry. Co. and Georgia Industrial 
Realty Co., requiring them to produce and 
have available appropriate witnesses for 
examination at hearing in this proceeding, 
the documents otherwise described in Ap- 
pendix A to complainant’s petition 

> > > 


MC-30824, Sub. 14, Aalco Express Co., Inc 
Requests of Emery Transportation Co., et 
al. for oral hearing, denied. Protestants 
permitted to file verified statements in op- 
position to application on or before Feb. 
18 and applicant permitted to file verified 
statements in rebuttal on or before Feb. 28. 

> > > 


MC-67646, Sub. 44, Hall’s Motor Transit 
Co. Requests of Lyons Transportation Co., 
et al. for oral hearing, denied. Protestants 
permitted to file verified statements in op- 
position to application on or before Feb. 17, 
and applicant permitted to file verified state- 
ments in rebuttal on or before Feb. 27. 

> > > 

MC-116205, Sub. 1, Bob Jenkins Truck 
Line. Application dismissed at applicant’s 
request. 

> > . 

I. & S. M-10506, Miscellaneous Freight— 
Canton, Mass. to New York, N.Y. Petition 
of Emmott-Valley Transportation Co., Inc., 
for vacation of suspension order, denied. 

- . > 


I. & 8S. M-10529, Advertising on Motor 
Carrier Equipment. Suspension order of 
Nov. 26, 1957, vacated and set aside and 
proceeding discontinued as of Jan. 23. 

> . > 


I. & 8S. M-10547, Freight, All Kinds—Chi- 
cago to Indiana Points. Suspension order 
of Nov. 29, 1957 vacated and set aside and 
proceeding discontinued as of Jan. 18. 

> 7 a 


No protest having been filed to an order 
adopting pipe line valuation, the Commis- 





sion has issued a notice that its valuation 
in Valuation 1362, West Texas Gulf Pipe 
Line Co., has been adopted. 

> > > 


No. 31620, Montana Intrastate Freight 
Rates and Charges. Order of Oct. 17, 1955 
modified to extent necessary to permit peti- 
tioning railroad respondents to establish 
on not less than 5 days’ notice certain 
changes in their intrastate rates and charges 
in Mont. set forth in their forty-seventh 
and forty-eighth petitions. 

+ > . 


MC-17605, Sub. 2, Edgar Druck; MC-78725, 
Sub. 3, Ruth V. Bader; MC-80265, Sub. 2, 
Albert L. Smith. Applications dismissed at 
applicants’ requests Orders in MC-17605, 
Sub. 2 on Nov. 22, 1957, in MC-78725, Sub 
3 on Dec. 13, 1957, and in MC-80265, Sub. 
2 on Nov. 22, 1957, instituting a proceeding 
under section 212(c) of Interstate Commerce 
Act, vacated 

> > . 

MC-8540, Sub. 31, Harwood Trucking, Inc. 
Extension — Ind. Petition of Merchants 
Freight System, Inc., et al. for reconsidera- 
tion denied. 

. o o 

MC-34227, Estate of E. L. Northcutt—De- 
ceased. Petitions of Illinois-California Ex- 
press, Inc., et al., and Watson Bros. Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., for rehearing or recon- 
sideration of order of Aug. 30, 1957, and 
Western Truck Lines, Inc., to set aside order 
of Aug. 30, 1957, denied. 


> > > 


Applications having not been the subject 
of formal hearings, and applicants having 
requested dismissal of their applications, 
the Commission has issued orders dismissing 
the applications in the following: 

MC-90373, Sub. 11, C & R Trucking Co. 

MC-96355, Sub. 3, Britt Trucking Co. 

MC-103378, Sub. 95, Petroleum Carrier 


Corp. 
MC-111860, Sub. 2, Carol Transportation 


oO. 
MC-113651, Sub. 15, Indiana Refrigerator 
Lines, Inc. 
> * - 
MC-109397, Sub. 15, Tri-State Warehousing 
and Distributing Co., Extension—Seneca, 
Ill. Petition of Riss & Co. for reconsidera- 


tion denied. 
> > . 


MC-109677, Sub. 14, Fort Edward Express 
Co., Inc. Requests of Truck Line and Cen- 
tral Territory railroads, and T. I. McCormack 
Trucking Co., Inc. for oral hearing denied. 
Protestants permitted to file verified state- 
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ments in opposition to application on or 
fore Feb. 17, and applicant permitted t 
verified statements in rebuttal on or be 
Feb. 27 

= . . 

MC-112497, Sub. 67, Hearin Tank Li 
Inc Extension—Various Liquid Comm 
ties Petition of Louisville & Nashville | 
Co., et al. for reconsideration denied 

+ > > 

MC-115826, Sub. 1, W. J. Digby, Inc., C 
mon Carrier Application Proceeding 
opened for further hearing at a time 
place to be fixed 


> > > 
MC-116503, Benjamin R. Scholl, Comn 
Carrier Application Petition of Trunk! 
Territory railroads, except C. & O. Ry., for 
reconsideration denied 
> > > 
MC-116947, Sub. 1 TA, Scott Transfer < 
Order of Nov. 25, 1957 vacated Applica 


authorized to operate temporarily when « 
ditions have been met 
> > > 
I. & 8S. M-10555, Class Rates—Betwe 
Butte & Great Falls, Mont Suspension 
der of Dec. 2, 1957 vacated, and proceeding 
discontinued forthwith 
> > > 
MC-F-6544, Pittston Co.—Control—Brink's 
Inc. Omission of hearing examiner's report 
and recommended order approved, and order 
of June 24, 1957 modified accordingly. Reply 
briefs may be filed by any party of record 
on or before Jan. 31 
> >. . 
MC-F-6569, Indianhead Truck Lines, In 
Purchase—G. F. Ardery Proceeding re- 
opened for consideration of relief sought 
Order of July 17, 1957 modified to authorize 
transaction on modified terms of transaction 
to decrease purchase price by an allowance 
for depreciation of $1,100 per month from 
May 14, 1957, to date of consummation, and 
to provide for revenue equipment being in 
reasonably good running condition, with 
tires having at least fifty per cent service 
value Period within which authority 
granted by order of July 17, 1957, as modi- 
fied, may be exercised, extended to expire 
Mar. 14 


> > > 
MC-F-6665, Smith's Transfer Corp. of 
Staunton, Va.—Control—H. T. Smith Ex- 


press Co.; Finance 19916, Smith’s Transfer 
Corp. of Staunton, Va.—Notes. Proceedings 
assigned for hearing on Feb. 26, at Washing- 
ton, D.C., before Examiner Bruce W. Card, 
to permit cross-examination 

> > > 

MC-F-6701, Tennessee Carolina Transpor- 

tation, Inc.—Purchase (Portion )—Hoover 
Motor Express Co., Inc. Request of Bowman 
Transportation, Inc. for ora] hearing, denied 
Proceeding to be handled under modified 
procedure as provided in Sections 1.45 to 
1.54 of General Rules of Practice. 

> > > 


MC-C-6702, Jones Truck Lines, Inc.—Con- 
trol—Mound City Forwarding Co., Inc. Jones 
Truck Lines, Inc. authorized to control 
Mound City Forwarding Co., Inc., through 
management, for a period not exceeding 180 
days, beginning with Jan. 9, unless other- 
wise ordered, under terms and conditions 
as provided in agreement of Aug. 23, 1957 
filed with application under section 210a(b) 

. . > 


MC-F-6716, Sims Motor Transport Lines, 
Inc.—Purchase—John Hoekstra and Edith 
Beukema. Request of Yellow Transit Freight 
Lines, Inc., for oral hearing denied. Proceed- 
ing to be handled under modified procedure 
as provided in Sections 1.45 to 1.54 of Gen- 
eral Rules of Practice. 


MC-1978, Sub. 2, J. P. Breslin Trucking & 
Terminal Corp Application dismissed at 
applicant’s request. Order of Nov. 22, 1957, 
instituting a proceeding under Section 
212(c) of the Act, to remain in full force 
and effect, as a proceeding instituted on 
Commission’s own initiative, to determine 
whether permit MC-1978 should be revoked 
and in lieu thereof a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity issued 

7 - > 


MC-52498, Sub. 3, Rife Trucking Co.; 
103051, Sub. 37, Walker Hauling Co., Inc 
MC-107515, Sub. 260, Refrigerated Trans 
port Co., Inc Applications dismissed at 
applicants’ request 

> 


MC- 


* * 


MC-116802 R-1, Armored Car Services, Inc 
Applicant’s petition for reconsideration of 
order of Jan. 3, denying certain emergenc 
temporary authority, denied 

Respondents having canceled suspended 
schedules under special permission, the 
Commission has issued orders discontinuin 
the proceedings in the following: 

I. & S. M-9740, Frit—Nashville, Tenn. t 
Chicago; Tll. and Cleveland, O. 

I. & S. M-9800, Assembling Rates—Westerr 
Transportation Co. 

I. & S. M-9926, Commodities, 
Dennis Truck Line, Inc. 


Various 
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54 of Gen- 


Navigation District, et al 


Trucking & 


stituted on 


1 emergenc! 


iscontinuin 


tes—Westerr 








iary 25, 1958 


& S. M-9948, Cigarettes, Tobacco 
ht Lines, Inc 
& 8S. M-10052, Pallets Between Points in 
and NJ 
& 8. M-10060, Sugar—Neb. to St 
& Ill. Points 
& S&S. M-10102, Fresh Meats—Colo., 8.D., 
to Ga., Fla. & Ala 

8S. M-10180, Frozen Foods—From N.Y 


Hayes 


Louls, 


Pa. to Mich. & O 

& S. M-10204, Foodstuffs—Scarboro, Me 
Mass NH. & RI 

& 8S. M-10232, Pontiac Grouping—Mo- 
Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc., Agent 


& 8S. M-10250, 
tral Territory. 
& 8S. M-10260, Alcoholic Liquors—Cen- 
Terr. to La 

S. M-10266, Frozen Bread 
to Fla 
& 8S. M-10268, Fire Brick, Clay, 
lalla, Mo. to Chicago, Ill 


Various Commodities 


Lancaster, 


Etc.— 


& 8S. M-10270, Lumber—Kansas City 
to Chicago, Ill 
& 8S. M-10274, Meats, PHP—Omaha, 


to Peoria, Il 
& 8S. M-10236, Alcoholic Liquors—O. & 
t Savannah, Ga 
& 8S. M-10244 & ist Sup., 
New York, N.Y. to 
ago Tl 
& 8. M-10280, Candy—Elizabethtown, 
Minneapolis, Minn 
& 8S. M-10290, Commodities 
n, Inc 
& 8S. M-10292 
nard Baron, Inc 
& § M-10294, Canned Goods—The 
Transportation Co 
I. & S. M-10302, Rubber—New Orleans, La 
Waco, Tex 
& 8S. M-10308, 
r Ill. to Detroit, Mich 


Tin and Solder 
Chicago and North 


Bernard 


Drugs and Medicines— 


Automobile Parts—Mt 


& S. M-10314, Printed Matter—Louis- 
Ky. to Columbus, O 
& 8S. M-10327, Glass Mirrors—Bradley, 
to Cincinnati, O 
& 8S. M-10328, Petroleum Products— 
vice Trucking Co., Inc 
& S. M-10348, Blasting Supplies—-Gibbs- 


wn, NJ. to Falling Waters, W.Va 

I. & S. M-10372. Asphalt & Paper Articles 
NJ., N.Y. and Pa 
Cr 


& 8S. M-10374, Compounds, Weed Killing 
alif. to Mo 
I. & 8S. M-10390, Malt Beverages, Con- 
tainers, Ky., NJ., N.Y., O.. W.Va 


& 8S. M-10422, Iron & Steel—Buffalo & 
ittsburgh to Vt., Me. and N.H. 
I. & S. M-10424, Meats PHP—Muncie, Ind. 
Ariz., Calif. and Nev 
& 8S. M-10466, Boots or Shoes—Columbus, 
to Detroit, Mich 
> > > 
No. 31610, Mannington Mills, Inc. v. 
et al 


A. & 
Proceeding reopened for recon- 


ideration. Order of July 25, 1957, requiring 
fendants to take certain action on not 
than 30 days’ notice, reinstated and 


further modified to postpone effective date 


thereof until further order of the Commis- 


. * . 


Finance 19407, Navajo Freight Lines, Inc 
e (Supplemental) Order of July 30, 1956, 
modified so as to limit the $200,000, principal 
mount, of short-term note or notes that 


i 





be issued thereunder to $187,000. 
7 > > 


‘ 


inance 19723, 
andonment 


Missouri Pacific R.R. Co 
Petition of Willacy County 
for further hear- 

and reconsideration, accepted for filing. 
fective date of certificate of Nov. 20, 1957 
rther postponed pending disposition of 


said petition. 


MC-4963, Sub. 10, Jones Motor Co., Inc. 
‘roceeding reopened for hearing on Feb. 18, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner Harold 
Angle, solely for purpose of permitting 
ss-examination 
ia > > 
MC-59266, Sub. 6, John H. Yourga, Com- 
non Carrier Application. Petition of Heavy 
Specialized Carriers Section to reverse 
ing of examiner, denied. 
. . 7 
MC-112846, Sub. 16, Clare M. Marshall, Inc 
ler of Dec. 12, 1957, fixing dates for filing 
verified statements, vacated. 
> ° . 
MC-115959, Sub. 1, Leon Libman Pro- 
ding reopened for hearing on March 4, 
346 Broadway, New York, N.Y., before 
iminer James I. Carr, solely for purpose 
permitting cross-examination. 
. * . 
[C-116539, Sub. 1 TA, Pennington Truck- 
Co., Ine Applicant's petition for re- 
sideration of order of Sept. 17, 1957, deny- 
in part, certain temporary authority, 
led 
- * * 
MC-116919, J. M. Harris. Application dis- 
ssed at applicant's request. 
* > * 


MC-117029, Sub. 1 TA, George C. Wieger. 





Order of Dec. 6, 
ing application reinstated as of Jan. 17. 


to Eastern 
R.R. Co. for postponement of effective date 
of order of Dec. 27, 1957 denied. 


MC-117016, Lobnitz Implement Co 
cations dismissed at applicants’ requests. 
> . 7 


MC-102915, Sub. 2, Axel 

tions dismissed at applicants’ requests. Or- 

ders in MC-88866, Sub. 3 on Jan. 3 

MC-102915, Sub. 2 on Dec. 13, 1957, 

ing a 

Interstate Commerce Act, vacated. 
> > = 


48916, State Trucking Co 
opened for oral hearing at a time and place 
to be fixed 
for consideration and disposition. 


Common 
Subs 
Various Temporary Authorities. 
petition to set aside order of July 25, 1957, 
denying petition for reconsideration in MC- 
115138, and notices concerning expiration of 
temporary 
3 TA, 4 TA, 6 TA and 7 TA, denied 


Common 
Proceeding reopened for further hearing at 
a time and place to be fixed 
referred to Division 1 for consideration and 
disposition 


rier Application. 
Lines, Inc 


York, Inc 
Inc., et al., for review, reconsideration and 
modification of order of Aug. 19, 





1957 conditionally approv- 
- * > 

I. & 8S. 6780, 
US. 


Ores—U.S.-Canada Origins 
Request of Pennsylvania 


MC-55811, Sub. 36, Craig Trucking, Inc.; 


Appli- 


MC-88866, Sub. 3, Tateco Trucking Corp.; 
Larson. Applica- 


and in 
institut- 
212(c) of 


proceeding under Section 


MC-113951, M. D. MC- 


Proceedings re- 


Cressy Co., Inc.; 


Matter referred to Division 1 


> > > 
Avondale Trucking Co., Inc., 
Carrier Application; MC-115138 
3 TA, 4 TA, 6 TA, and 7 TA, Same— 
Applicant’s 


MC-115138, 


authorities in MC-115138, Subs. 


MC-115606, North Creek Trucking, Inc., 
Carrier Application (Corrected) 


Proceeding 


Parsons, Contract Car- 
Petition of Hennis Freight 
for reconsideration denied 

MC-116200, United Parcel Service of New 
Petition of Biter’s Transfer Co., 


MC-116145, G. G 


1957 dis- 





MODIFIED PROCEDURE CASES 


Published under this heading are 
digests of Commission orders assigning 
cases for handling under modified pro- 
cedure Each listing shows one date. 
That is the date on or before which 


complainants (in complaint cases) or re- 
spondents (in investigation and suspen- 


sion cases) must file statements of facts 
and arguments. Under the Commission's 
rules of practice, statements by defend- 
ants (in complaint cases) or protestants 
(in investigation and suspension cases) 
are due 30 days from the date shown, 
after which 10 days are allowed for the 
filing of replies by complainants or re- 
spondents 


February 17—I. & S. M-10476, Iron & Steel 
Conshocken, Pa. to O. & Pa 
February 17—I. & S. M-10578, Twine, Binder 
or Baler—Twin Cities to Tri Cities. 
February 17—I. & S. M-10579, Various Com- 
modities—Motor Carriers Traffic Assn. 
February 17—I. & 8S. M-10580, Tire Fabric, 
Cord, Etc.—N.C. to Akron. 
February 17—I. & S. M-10583, Chemicals— 
New York Points to NJ. 
February 17—I. & S. M-10584 and 
Groceries—Chicago, Ill. to Wis. 
February 17—I. & S. M-10585, 
Waste—In Central Territory. 
February l17—I. & 8S. M-10586 and Ist 
Sup.—Paint—Twin Cities, Minn. to N.D. 
February 17—I. & S. M-10589,. Aluminum 
Articles—Hancock-Trucking, Inc 
February 17—I. & S. M-10591, Sulphuric 
Acid, East Chicago to Ft. Wayne. 
February 17—I. & S M-10592, Iron or 
Steel Bars—Between Chicago & Mich 
February 17—I. & S. M-10593, Meat—Prod- 
ucts—Chicago to Cincinnati. 
February 17—I. & S. M-10594, Class Rates 
Blume Motor Transportation. 
February 17—I. & S. M-10596, 
York, N.Y. to Saginaw, Mich 
February 17—I. & 8S. M-10597, 


Ist Sup. 


Asbestos 


Sugar—New 


Enameled 


Paper—Westbrook, Me. to New York 
Points. 

February 17—I. & S. M-10600, Assembling 
Rates—Between Baltimore and Md 


February 17—I. & S. M-10601, Returned 
Containers—Joliet, Ill., and Wayne Coun- 
ty, Mich 

February 17—I. & S. M-10603, A. W. Hawkins, 
Inc.—Commodities, Middle Atlantic Ter- 
ritory. 

February 17—I. & S. M-10604, Engine Parts 
—Milwaukee to Cincinnati. 
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of Commis- 
sion’s General Rules of Practice. 
> > . 


MC-116634, Ernest Braun, Common Carrier 
Effective date of recommended 
order stayed pending further order of Com- 


Application 


MC-C-1863, Iden Co. v. Royal Transit, Inc. 


Complainant’s petition for reconsideration 


& 8S. M-9064, Iron or Steel—Defiance, 
Proceeding reopened 


for reconsideration on present record. 
- > : 


& 8S. M-10535, 
Pittsburgh, 


Terne or Tin Plate— 

Suspension order of 
vacated and proceeding dis- 
continued forthwith. 


ORDERS STAYED 


Notice of stay of the order in each of 
the proceedings shown below, in accord- 


ance with section 17(8) of the interstate 


Commission 
provides for stay of a decision or 


commissioner, 
division, or a board until action has been 
taken on petitions for rehearing, reargu- 
ment or reconsideration before the 
such notice 
under a delegation of authority 
Commission 





Milwaukee, 
Abandonment. 
Certificate of December 6, 1957 stayed pend- 
ing disposition of petition of South Dakota 
Commission 
by entire Commission. 


& Pacific 


February 17—I. & S. M-10605, Iron or Steel 
—Geneva, Utah to Ore. & Wash. 

February 21—I. & S. M-10360, Oleo Stock— 
Billerica, Mass. to Port Newark, N.J. 

& 8S. M-10445, Groceries— 


Richmond, Va., and Baltimore, 


February 21—I. & S. M-10482, 1st Sup. only, 
& Steel Articles—Points in Central 


& S. M-10608, 

Whiteville, N.C. to Pa., N.J. & D.C. 

& S. M-10610, Bags—Hous- 

to Midwest. 

February 21—I. & S. M-10611, Filter Sand— 
Mauricetown, N.J., to Philadelphia. 

February 21—I. & S. M-10612 and ist Sup., 

TV Sets—New Brunswick, NJ. to 
Pittsburgh. 

February 21—I. & S. M-10613, Carpet Sweep- 
ers—Grand Rapids, Mich., to Chicago. 

& S. M-10614, Iron or Steel— 


& S. M-10615, Auto Glass— 
Kansas City 


. & 8S. M-10616, Sugar—Evans- 

Zeeland, Mich. 

& S. M-10617, Iron Castings 
-—Sidney, O. to Milan, Mich. 

February 21—I. & S. M-10618, Sawdust Com- 

Boards or Sheets from Waverly, 


Ja. 

ruary 21—I. & S. M-10619, Bathroom Fix- 
tures & Cabinets from Wilmington, Ml. 

February 21—I. & S. M-10620, Various Com- 
modities—Between Des 





February 21— 
Utah to Calif. 
February 21—I. 


February 21—I 
ville, Ind. to 
February 21—I. 


February 21—I. & S. M-10623, Iron and Steel 
Articles—Pittsburgh, Pa., to O. 


Charleston, W. Va., to Terre Haute. 


Louis, Mo. to O. and Ky. 
February 21—I. & S. M-10627, Rubber Tires— 
O. to Louisville, Ky. 
‘ Automobile 
Cincinnati, 
S. M-10629, Compounds, 
Deadening—Mich. 
S. M-10631, 
Between Ind. 


Parts—Lansing, 


Commodity 
and Mich. 


Barge—Chicago, Ill. to Battle Creek, Mich. 


February 25—I. & S. 6854, Piggy-Back Rates 


Between Omaha, Neb., and Southwest. 
February 25—I. & S. M-10587, Iron and Steel 
From Pa. to O. 

February 25—I. & S. M-10634, Auto Parts— 
South Bend, Ind. to Ford Motor Plant, O. 


February 25—I. & S. M-10635, Zinc Ingots & 
Slabs—Amarillo, Tex. to Pittsburgh. 























































































































































































































































70 


ICC News 


February 25—I. & S. M-10636, Intermediate 
Rule—Osenga’'s Trucking Service, Inc 

February 25—I. & S. M-10637, Chocolate 
Coating—Milwaukee, Wis. to O. 


February 25—I. & 8S. M-10638, Grouping 
Ambridge, Pa. & Pulpboard from Rich- 
mond, Va 


February 25—I. & S. M-10639, Coffee—Service 
Trucking Co., Inc 

February 25—I. & S. M-10640, Drugs from 
New York District to Atlanta 

February 25—I. & S. M-10641, Class Rates— 
Between Pa. Points—West Motor Freight, 
Inc 

February 25—I. & S. M-10642, Pallets, Etc.— 
Dallas & Ft. Worth to Kalamazoo 

February 25—I. & S. M-10643, Iron & Steel— 
Md. & Pa. to Md., Va. Etc. 

February 25—I. & S. M-10644, Scrap Metals 
and Soaps—Maryland Transportation Co 
February 25—I. & S. M-10645, Sugar—Savan- 

nah, Ga. to Sale Creek, Tenn 





February 25—I 
Waterloo, Ia 


& S. M-10647, Lard, Etc 

to Evansville, Ind. 

February 25—I. & S. M-10648, Dextrine 
Chicago, Ill. to O. and Ky 

February 25—I. & S. M-10649, Sausage Cas- 
ings—New York, N.Y. to St. Paul, Minn 

February 25—I. & S. M-10650, Chocolate 
Coating—New York, N.Y. to Rochester 

February 25—I. & S. M-10651, Canned Goods 
—Delmarva to Elmsford, N.Y 

February 25—I. & S. M-10652, Plastics—Tus- 
cola, Ill. to Terre Haute, Ind 

February 25—I. & S. M-10655, Building Ma- 
terials—N.J. to N.Y. & Pa 

February 25—I. & S. M-10656, Non-Petroleum 
Oils—Atlanta to Memphis, Roanoke 

February 25—I. & S. M-10657, Iron & Steel 
Detroit, Mich. to Newark, O 

February 25—I. & 8S. M-10658, Containers, 
Returned—Wichita, to Kansas City, Mo 

February 25—I. & S. M-10659, Commodities 
Between Points in Ill., Mich., O. & Pa. 

February 25—I. & S. M-10660, Frozen Food- 
stuffs—Pacific Coast to Eastbound Points 

February 28—I. & S. 6858, Tea—Chicago, I1., 
to St. Louis, Mo 


APPLICATIONS 
AND PETITIONS 


Forwarders Protest Rail Rate Increases, 
Raise Own Charges; Shippers Attack Hikes 


Shippers Assail Increased Railroad Rates and Charges and Attack 


Procedure Set Up by Commission. Foreign, Domestic Port Interests 


Active Against Loading and Unloading Charges. Suspension Sought. 


Although the time for filing pro- 
tests against proposed increases in 
railroad rates and charges had ex- 
pired two days earlier, the Commis- 
sion, on January 22, had not made 
public half of the more than 500 
protests and verified statements 
submitted by shippers and shipper 
interests. The increases are sched- 
uled to become effective February 1. 


It had made public, however, a pro- 
test against the rail charges as filed by 
18 freight forwarders. At the same time, 
it was learned that the forwarders had 
decided not to go along with the rail- 
roads in publishing higher Ex Parte No. 
212 freight rates, but had published in- 
creases in package charges and minimum 
charges and on off-line traffic. 

For the purpose of classifying the pro- 
tests, the Commission’s Board of Suspen- 
sion has divided the railroad revenue pro- 
posals into three classifications, namely, 
(1) rates, (2) demurrage and port 
charges, and (3) diversion and reconsign- 
ment charges. It was said that all three 
aspects of the revenue proceeding were 
being considered as a part of Ex Parte 
No. 212, Increased Freight Rates, 1958. 

With respect to the increases pro- 
posed by the forwarders, the freight For- 
warder Bureau filed a master tariff and 
the bureau and some forwarders filed 
connecting link supplements to make ef- 
fective an increase of 10 cents in pack- 
age charges and to increase from 100 
pounds to 110 pounds the minimum 
weight on transcontinental shipments 
and from 100 to 120 pounds on all other 
traffic. In addition the forwarders pro- 
posed increases on off-line traffic. 


The increases are published in the 
bureau’s master tariff No. 6 of increased 
rates and charges, I.C.C.-FF No. 78, of 
Agent T. J. Fox. 


International Objection 


In addition to the protests, a number 
of verified statements in opposition to the 
railroads’ proposals have been filed. 


Also, the proceeding took on an inter- 
national flavor January 20 when repre- 
sentatives of three Scandinavian embas- 
sies handed to Secretary Harold D. 
McCoy “notes” objecting to the proposed 
loading and unloading charges at 
American ports. The embassies involved 
are the Royal Embassy of Sweden, the 
Embassy of Finland and the Norwegian 
Embassy. 


All three notes said that the embassies 
had been informed of the charges by 
importers of woodpulp shipped from the 
Scandinavian countries. The Swedish 
Embassy said that it viewed the propos- 
als with “serious concern.” The Finnish 
Embassy called the proposals “unfair” 
and the Norwegian Embassy said sanc- 
tion by the I.C.C. of the charges “would 
constitute a discrimination against im- 
ported commodities and seriously affect 
the loading and handling of cargo in 
American ports.” 


The forwarders, in their protest said 
that they did not contest the railroads’ 
need for additional revenues. 


“The forwarding industry itself, is in 
a similar precarious position having in- 
curred many of the same increases in 
wage rates, cost of living adjustment 
and payroll taxes, as well as other in- 
creased operating expenses, upon which 
the railroads predicate their present 
needs,” they said. “However, our traffic 
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simply will not bear any further 
creases at this time.” 

The forwarders said the Commiss 
could not yield to the railroads a 
at the same time, fulfill the obligati 
imposed by the national transportat 
policy with respect to the freight f 
warding industry “over which it 
charged with equal regulatory respon 
bility.” 

The forwarders added: 

“The freight forwarding industry does 
not have the financial capacity to absorb 
the increases proposed and, as we have 
pointed out, it cannot increase its charges 
to the public; nor does it have the cash 
resources to act as a banker or under- 
writer for the railroads during months 
of investigation in the hope that it may 
obtain reparations at some distant, future 
date. The proposed increases in rates and 
charges on forwarder traffic must be sus- 
pended or the forwarding industry will 
be destroyed. 


“In the premises, it is respectfully 
submitted that the need of the freight 
forwarding industry for protection 
against the disastrous consequences of 
these proposals, far outweighs any im- 
mediate need on the part of the railroads 
for the relatively small amount of in- 


Ex Parte 212 Rate Changes 
Allowed on Short Notice 


Late in the day January 22 the Com- 
mission granted the railroads special 
permission to make certain changes in 
the proposals in the tariff of increased 
rates and charges X-212, on five days’ 
notice. 

Described by railroad spokesmen as 
one of the most important of those 
changes was the reduction of the charge 
of 10 cents per 100 pounds, or $2 per 
ton, net or gross as rated, for the han- 
dling of export, import, coastwise and 
intercoastal freight, with some excep- 
tions. The new charge to be published 
will be 6 cents per 100 pounds, or $1.20 
a ton. 

Another change which the Commis- 
sion permitted to be published on five 
days’ notice was a reduction of the pro- 
posed increase on rail factors of rail- 
river and river-rail movements from 10 
cents to 8 cents per net ton and on 
rail-river-rail traffic from 10 cents to 5 
cents per net ton on each rail factor— 
the latter aggregating 10 cents per ton 
instead of 20 cents as now published in 
the X-212 tariff, according to the peti- 
tion. 

The Commission rejected the petition 
of the railroads for authority to elimi- 
nate a proposed increase on green coffee 
on short notice. If the railroads desire 
to eliminate that increase, they will have 
to publish the proposal on statutory no- 
tice. 

The other changes in the special per- 
mission application shifted commodities 
from one grouping to another in order 
to fulfill the original intention of thé 
framers of the tariff. Because the tariff 
made use of the commodity statistics 
grouping of commodities, differing fro! 
the grouping in railroad tariffs, som: 
unintended increases occurred. The: 
were called to the attention of the rai 
roads by shippers and receivers and t! 
railroads published an earlier supplemen' 
making a number of such changes (T.W 
Jan. 18, p. 21). 
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cre. ed revenues which they would obtain 
fr increases covering accessorial serv- 
ices if these increased charges should be 
permitted to become effective wthout sus- 
pension, We recognize that in the case 
f line-haul rates, it would be difficult 
to tinguish between freight forwarder 
trafic and other traffic, and that, as to 
them, the Commission must decide 
whether to suspend the entire increase 
proposal or no part of it. But the pro- 
posed increases in charges for accessorial 
services are readily separable from the 
xther increases proposed, and, for the 
reasons shown herein, they, at least, must 
be suspended if the freight forwarding 
industry is to survive.” 


Forwarder Protestants 


The protest was filed on behalf of 
Acme Fast Freight, Inc., Central States 
Freight Service, Inc., Clipper Carloading 
Co., Flynn Forwarding Co., Inc., Inter- 
national Forwarding Co., Lone Star 
Package Car Co., Merchants Carloading 
Co., Inc., Merchants Shippers Associa- 
tion, Ohio Fast Freight Corp., Pacific and 
Atlantic Shippers, Inc., Pacific Forward- 
ing Association, Inc., Republic Carload- 
ing and Distribution Co., Inc., Spring- 
meier Shipping Co., Inc., Texas Freight 
Co., Inc., Universal Carloading and Dis- 
tributing Co., Inc., Western Carloading 
Co., Inc., Western Transportation Co., 
Inc., and Westland Forwarding Co. 


An examination of master tariff X-212, 
filed by the railroads to become effective 
February 1, disclosed that it was not a 
tariff of limited selective increases but 
that it provided a general percentage in- 
crease on all class rates and on all com- 
modity rates not referenced in an “exten- 
sive” index to the tariff, said the Manu- 
facturers Association of Connecticut, 
West Hartford, Conn. in a document filed 
with the Commission. 


The document was titled “a petition 
for further hearings” in connection with 
a determination of the reasonableness 
and lawfulness of the proposed freight 
rates. The Commission has scheduled 
ral argument only to determine whether 
to suspend the tariff in whole or in part 
T.W., Jan. 4, p. 43). 


Stating that it was not, in the in- 

stant petition, requesting suspension of 
the proposed rates, the association said 
that it was suggesting, rather, that the 
Commission provide for “further oral 
hearings” to deal with not only the 
ommodities named in its petition, but 
any other such instances of regional 
preference, prejudice, and discrimina- 
ion aS may appear in the judgment of 
the Commission.” 


Also, it said, the application of Rule 
13 on page 69 of master tariff X-212 was 
somewhat confusing. The rule relates to 
refunds of charges collected above those 
ultimately declared lawful by the Com- 
mission. In that connection, the asso- 
Clation asked that such refunds be made 
automatically, without the necessity of 
regular reparation docket proceedings. 


The association listed a number of 

items with which it said its members 

were particularly concerned and on 

which the railroads proposed to apply 

varying increases. Also, it said, the 

limited application” of many of the 
sed increases insofar as the south- 
railroads were concerned was a mat- 
of great concern. 


Ve find that both raw materials and 
in shed products will, in many in- 
sta. ices, move to and from the plants of 
Chipeting firms in Southern Terri- 


tory at more favorable rates than those 
proposed for application in this terri- 
tory,” the association added. 


A number of other petitioners in the 
proceeding have requested hearing, for 
various reasons. 


The Commission has made public addi- 
tional verified statements and requests 
for suspension, all filed in opposition to 
various proposed increases in rail freight 
rates in Ex Parte No. 212, effective Febru- 
ary 1. 


In a verified statement, the Water- 
ways Freight Bureau, of Chicago, said 
that its member carriers were “opposed 
to the proposal of the railroads in its en- 
tirety because it is discrimination against 
water carriers, without justifiable com- 
petitive reason.” 


“At the same time,” the bureau said, 
“we can see emergency reasons of grave 
importance calling for relief to the rail- 
roads in the form of more money quickly. 
Only for this reason is it that we do 
not seek suspension of the whole pro- 
posal, which in its present selective form 
is ill conceived and is not founded on 
reason from the standpoint of our com- 
petition. 

“The proposed methods of treating 
rates on bituminous coal and rates on 
switching are so outrageous, however, as 
to require suspension .. .” 


Concerning the proposed increase in 
bituminous coal rates, the bureau said 
that what it termed the “vastly differ- 
ent” treatment proposed by the railroads 
for traffic delivered to or received from 
their connecting rail carriers as com- 
pared with traffic delivered to or re- 
ceived from their connecting water car- 
riers “constitutes patent discrimination 
such as is flatly outlawed by section 3(4) 
of the [interstate commerce] act.” 


Increases in switching charges, which 
charges were applied in addition to the 
rates for water dock-to-dock service, 
were protested by the bureau, because 
they would “saddle” water-borne com- 
merce at ports with an increased charge 
of 20 per cent, while only a 5 per cent 
increase was proposed on corresponding 
rail service, the bureau said. 


In a statement entitled “Petition of 
Postponement of I.C.C. Special Rules of 
Procedure Dated December 27, 1957, and 
Tariffs Involved in Ex Parte 212, Sched- 
uled to Become Effective February 1, 
1958,” the Board of Trade of the City of 
Chicago and a number of other boards 
of trade or grain exchanges joined in 
asking a postponement of 30 days in the 
effective date of the tariffs because, they 
said, (1) the tariffs were ambiguous; (2) 
all tariff supplements had not been re- 
ceived; (3) the tariffs contained in- 
creased rates beyond the level of those 
named in the railroads’ original petition 
of December 23, 1957; (4) the proposed 
refund provision, which would refund 
any increases collected but later not al- 
lowed by the Commission, was not a sub- 
stitute for full hearings, and (5) there 
was insufficient time for the shipping 
public to evaluate the tariffs. 

Other groups represented in the pe- 
tition were the Toledo Board of Trade, 
the Indianapolis Board of Trade, the 
Milwaukee Grain Exchange, the Corn 
Exchange of Buffalo, the Boston Grain 
& Flour Exchange, the Trunk Line Grain 
& Grain Products Council, the CF.A. 
Grain & Grain Products Council, the New 
England Millers & Shippers Association, 
the American Corn Millers Federation, 
the Barley & Malt Institute, and the 
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Grain & Feed Dealers National Asso- 
ciation. 

Verified statements in opposition to 
various provisions of the tariffs, and 
made public by the Commission on Jan- 
uary 21, included those by S. Schapiro 
and Sons, Inc., Baltimore; Interlake 
Iron Corp., Toledo, O.; Lubbock Cotton 
Exchange and the Lubbock (Tex.) 
Chamber of Commerce; California Grape 
& Tree Fruit League, San Francisco; 
the Georgia Marble Co., Atlanta; Water- 
ways Freight Bureau, Chicago. 

International Apple Association, Inc., 
Washington, D.C.; John C. McWilliams, 
Washington, D.C., in support of the state- 
ment of Athens Iron Mining Co. et al.; 
American Retail Coal Association, Chi- 
cago; Eastern Bituminous Coal Asso- 
ciation, Altoona, Pa.; International Min- 
erals & Chemical Corp., Chicago; Utah 
Mining Association, Salt Lake City; 
American Coke & Coal Chemicals In- 
stitute, Washington, D.C. 

National Sand and Gravel Association, 
Washington, D.C.; B&W Canning Co., 
Inc., Groveland, Fla.; Anthracite Insti- 
tute, Philadelphia, Pa.; National Plant 
Food Institute, Washington, D.C. (two 
statements), and Association of Ameri- 
can Wood Pulp Importers’ Traffic Com- 
mittee, New York. 

Filing requests for suspension of cer- 
tain items of the proposed tariffs, as well 
as verified statements and, in one case, a 
formal protest, were the International 
Minerals & Chemical Corp., Chicago; the 
Intercoastal Steamship Freight Asso- 
ciation, New York; the Arkansas Rice 
Traffic Bureau, Stuttgart, Ark., and other 
Arkansas rice groups, which filed the 
protest, and the Truax-Traer Coal Co., 
Minot, N.D., and other North Dakota lig- 
nite producers. 


Filing formal petitions for suspension 
of a proposed reduction in free time at 
ports were the Mobile Port Traffic Bu- 
reau, Inc., and the Alabama State Docks 
Department; the Maritime Association of 
the Port of New York, and the Com- 
merce and Industry Association of New 
York, Inc. The two New York associations 
also protested proposed increases on cer- 
tain loading and unloading charges and 
rates on export, import, coastwise, and 
intercoastal freight. 


Also protesting the reduction in free 
time at ports were M. E. Day & Co., Inc., 
and James W. Elwell & Co., Inc., botn 
of Milwaukee, and the Bunge Corp., of 
New York. 


Verified statements were filed by the 
following: Frankel Bros. & Co., Inc., 
Rochester, N.Y.; Pacific Northwest Log- 
gers Association, Seattle; Duval Sul- 
phur & Potash Co., Galveston, Tex.; 
Zonolite Co., Chicago; The Alabama 
Power Co., Birmingham, Ala.; Western 
Pine Association, Portland, Ore.; Michi- 
gan Elevator Exchange, Lansing, Mich.; 
The Best Fertilizers Co., Oakland, Calif.; 
F. S. Royster Guano Co., Norfolk, Va.; 
Arkansas Rice Traffic Bureau, Stuttgart, 
Ark. 


Armour Fertilizer Works, Atlanta; 
American Retail Federation, Washing- 
ton, D.C.; Intercoastal Steamship Freight 
Association, New York; American Petro- 
fina Co. of Texas, Dallas; Nebraska State 
Railway Commission, Lincoln, Neb., and 
related groups; Wisconsin Electric Power 
Co., Milwaukee; Wesson Oil & Snow- 
drift Co., Inc., New Orleans; Darling 
& Co., Chicago; Oyster Shell Products 
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Corp., Mobile, Ala., and related com- 
panies; Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich.; 
Anderson, Clayton & Co., Foods Division, 
Dallas. 

Brooklyn (N.Y.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, Inc.; Pennsylvania Farm Bureau 
Cooperative Association, Harrisburg, Pa.; 
Cargill, Inc., Minneapolis; Ogden Grain 
Exchange, Ogden, Utah; The Dow Chem- 
ical Co., Midland, Mich.; Florida Citrus 
Canners Cooperative of Lake Wales, Fla.; 
The Canners League of California, San 
Francisco. 

United States Potash Co. Division, 
United States Borax & Chemical Corp., 
New York; Potash Co. of America, Carls- 
bad, N.M., and related companies; Pot- 
ash Export Association, Inc., New York; 
the Valve Manufacturers Association, 
New York: National Agricultural Chemi- 
cals Association, Washington, DC.; 
American Cotton Waste Exchange, Bos- 
ton; San Francisco Grain Exchange and 
California Milling Corp., Los Angeles. 

U.S. Phosphoric Products Division, 
Tennessee Corp., Atlanta (two state- 
ments); Tennessee Copper Co. Division, 
Tennessee Corp., Atlanta (three state- 
ments); Tennessee Corporation, Atlanta 
(two statements); International Minerals 
& Chemical Corp., Chicago; Kansas City 
Power & Light Co., Kansas City, Mo.; 
American Excelsior Corp., Chicago; 
American Farm Bureau Federation, Chi- 
cago 

Board of Railroad Commissioners, State 
of Montana, Helena, Mont.; (three state- 
ments); National Coal Association, Wash- 
ington, D.C.; Northern Hemlock & Hard- 
wood Manufacturers Association, 
Oshkosh, Wis.; The Colorado Fuel & 
Iron Corp., Denver; Chattanooga River 
Terminal, Division of Southern Foundry 
Supply, Inc., Chattanooga, Tenn.; Louis- 
ville, (Ky.) Gas & Electric Co.; Evans 
Lumber Co., Birmingham, Ala., and other 
lumber companies; Cracker Asphalt 
Corp., Douglasville, Ga., and related com- 
panies; the Detroit Edison Co., Detroit, 
and Jacob Stern & Sons, Inc., Philadel- 
phia. 


Requests for Suspension 


Petitions for suspension of various 
parts and the application of Ex Parte 
No. 212 and related tariffs filed with the 
Commission and available for inspection 
at its Board of Suspension as of January 
22 included those by the following: 

Tidewater Grain Co., Philadelphia; A. 
Mascia & Sons Trucking Co., New York; 
John B. Yates Co., Pennsboro, W.Va.;: 
North Pacific Lumber Co., Portland, 
Ore., Patrick Lumber Co., Portland, 
Ore.; Sabbeth-Mathews Hardwood, Corp., 
Brooklyn; Plywood Products Co., Pitts- 
burgh; W. D. Stitzinger, North Tona- 
wanda, N.Y.; Lang Lumber, Inc., New 
York; Tionesta Lumber Co., Pittsburgh; 
Finley Lumber Co., Norristown, Pa.; J. T 
Silk Lumber Co., Memphis; Royal Palm 
Trading Co., Osprey, Fla.; Kelly-Shaw 
Lumber Co. Ypsilanti, Mich 

Arling-Funch Lumber Co., Cincinnati; 
The Hilton & Rush Co., Cleveland 
Menominee & Marinette Traffic Associa- 
tion, Menominee, Mich.: Southern States 
Lumber Co., Laurens, S.C.;: Fowler Tim- 
ber & Tie Co., Pittsburgh: The Johns 
Lumber Co., Milwaukee, National Wood- 
en Box Association, Washington, D.C.; 
Monroe Sales Agency, Buffalo, N.Y 

Fort Pitt Lumber Co., Pittsburgh; 


Mixer & Co., Buffalo, N.Y.; C. F. Bauer 
Lumber Co., Inc., Cuyahoga Falls, O.; 


Dunn Lumber Co., Pittsburgh; Foote 
Mineral Co., Philadelphia; Taylor-Ed- 
wards Warehouse & Transfer Co., Inc., 
Spokane, Wash. Wrough Washer Manu- 
facturing Co., Milwaukee; Curtis Paper 
Co., Newark, Del.; Chemical Paper Man- 
ufacturing Corp., Holyoke, Mass.; U. S 
Phosphoric Products Division Tennessee 
Corp., New York; Calexico Cotton Ex- 
change, Calexico, Calif.. and San Diego 
Traffic Services, San Diego, Calif. 

Valley Paper Co., Holyoke, Mass.; 
Lincoln Electric Co., Cleveland; Duval 
Sulphur & Potash Co., et al., Carlsbad, 
N. M.: Coffe & Carkener, Inc., Kansas 
City, Mo. Imperial Tobacco Co., Rich- 
mond, Va.; Hammlton Paper Co., Miquon, 
Pa.; Association of American Wood Pulp 
Importers, New York; Twin City Hard- 
wood Lumber Co., St. Paul, Minn.; The 
McGinnis Lumber Co., Meridian, Miss.; 
Portland Freight Traffic Association, 
Portland, Ore.; T. D. Rubber Manufac- 
turers Association, New York; Commerce 
and Industry Association of New York, 
Inc., New York; Maritime Association of 
the Port of New York, New York; the 
Commission of Public Docks of the City 
of Portland, Ore.; Midwest Steamship 
Agency, Inc., Milwaukee Consolidated 
Coal Exporters, Inc., New York. 

Pacific Coal & Oil Co., Seattle: Gal- 
veston Cotton Exchange and Board of 
Trade, et al., Galveston, Tex.; Ichabod 
T. Williams & Sons Inc., New York; 
Southern Hardwood Co., Augusta, Ga.; 
New England Wholesale Lumber Assn., 
Boston: Western Pine Association, San 
Francisco; West Coast Lumbermen’s As- 
sociation, California Redwood Associa- 
tion, and Douglas Fir Plywood Associa- 
tion, Portland Ore.; the American Oil 
Co., New York; the Macmillan Petro- 
leum Corp., El Dorado, Ark.; American 
Petrofina Co. of Texas, Division of 
American Petrofina, Inc., Mt. Pleasant, 
Tex.; Lion Oil Co., a Division of Mon- 
santo Chemical Co., El Dorado, Ark.: 
G. S. Ziegler & Co., Great Neck, N.Y. 


Virginia - Carolina Chemical Corp., 
Richmond, Va.; Pacific Chemical & 
Fertilizer Co., Berkeley, Calif.; Ameri- 
can Retail Federation, New York: Ark- 
Mo Plant Food Co., Inc., Corning, Ark.; 
New Orleans Traffic and Transportation 
Bureau, et al.; Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia; Carnac Grain Co., Inc., 
New York; Indianapolis Board of Trade, 
Inc., et al.; P.R. Markley, Inc., Philadel- 
phia; Commercial Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia; Arkansas Rice Traffic Bureau, 
Stuttgart, Ark.; American Soybean As- 
sociation, Stuggart, Ark.: Fort Worth 
Grain Exchangé, and Texas Grain & 
Feed Dealers’ Association, Fort Worth, 
Tex.; Fisher Flouring Mills Co., Seattle. 


Pillsbury Mills, Inc., Minneapolis; 
Washington Potato and Onion Shippers 
Association, and the Washington Potato 
Commission, Seattle: National Associa- 
tion of Refrigerated Warehouses, Wash- 
ington, D.C.; American Warehousemen’s 
Association, Merchandise Division, Chi- 
cago; Maryland Port Authority, Balti- 
more; City of Philadelphia, Pa.; Mer- 
chants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo.; Port- 
land Grain Exchange, Portland, Ore.: 
North Atlantic Ports Conference, Balti- 
more; Continental Grain Co., New York: 
Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, Inc.: 
Chase Bag Co., Chicago; Farm Equip- 
ment Institute, Chicago. 


Diamond Crystal Salt Co., St. Clair, 
Mich.; E. J. Lavino & Co., Philadelphia; 
Triangle Conduit & Cable Co., Inc., New 
Brunswick, NJ.; National Soybean 
Processors Association, Chicago; Sea- 
train Lines, Inc., New York; Wisconsin 





Manufacturers’ Association, 
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Commission, 
Coke & Chemical Co., Pittsburgh: 
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Corp., Decatur, Ala.; 
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he rth Paciffic Lumber Co., Portland, 
O Jefferson C. Church, rate expert 
f e Public Service Commission of 
W ling. 

Charles B. Bowling, chief, freight rate 
service branch, special services division, 


Acricultural Marketing Service of the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture; George 
B ley, transportation economist for 


the Tennessee Valley Authority, Knox- 
Tenn.; S. J. Martenet, president 
Rauh & Sons Fertilizer Co. In- 
jianapolis; Maj. Gen. Edmund C. R. 
Lasher, executive director of the Mili- 
tary Traffic Management Agency, De- 
rtment of the Army; Edwin F. Stef- 
fe general counsel of the Michigan 
Farm Bureau, 


Lansing, Mich.; T. J. 
Canavan, executive secretary of the 
Utah-Wyoming Coal Operators Asso- 


iation; L. A. Larzelere, assistant traffic 

manager of Luckenbach Steampship Co., 

and Ernest Falk, manager of the 
Northwest Horticultural Council, Yaki- 
ma, Wash 

The Archer-Daniels-Midland Co. of 
Minneapolis, Minn., asked for suspension 
of the proposed increases on straw, flax, 
fish oil, and alfalfa meal, and on export 
traffic generally. 

The Diamond Crystal Salt Co., to- 
gether with seven other salt companies 
represented in the same protest (Inde- 
pendent, United, Barton, Carey, Michi- 
gan, Gordy, and Hardy), asked suspen- 
sion of the proposed increase on salt 
of 3 per cent, maximum 2 cents per 100 
pounds. In a separate petition, the same 
companies, except for Independent, asked 
suspension of a proposed $20 uniform 
level for stopping-in-transit charges. 

Cooperative Mills, Inc., of Baltimore, 
Md., sought suspension of increases in 
transit charges as they would affect 
grain and related products, moving on 
class or exceptions ratings. The Ameri- 
can Glassware Association, of New York, 
N.Y., protested an increase on glassware. 

The Export Leaf Tobacco Co., of Rich- 
mond, Va., asked suspension of a pro- 
posed increase of 10 cents per 100 pounds 
on all export, import coastwise, and in- 
tercoastal freight, particularly as it 
would affect tobacco. The Cotton In- 
stitute of Canada, of Montreal, Quebec, 
Canada, seeks suspension of increased 
line haul rates and transit charges on 
baled cotton. 


The Transportation Bureau of Rock- 
ford (Ill.), Inc., petitioned for suspen- 
sion and investigation of a proposed in- 
crease on coal moving less than 400 
miles, and increases generally in class 
and commodity rates. Darling & Co., 
a rendering firm, of Chicago, Ill., asked 
suspension of the proposed increases es- 
pecially as they would apply on export 
movements to Virginia ports. Increases 
m wood excelsior and excelsior pack- 
ing pads were protested by the American 
Excelsior Corp., also of Chicago. 


\ number of public livestock markets 
and private firms in various western 
cliles, including Omaha, Neb., St. Joseph, 
M»., Sioux City, Ia., Sioux Falls, S.D., 
South St. Paul, Minn., and West Fargo, 
N.D., joined in a single petition for sus- 
pension of proposed increases on edible 

stock. 


Other Protestants 


Also protesting increases on livestock, 
and, in addition, increases on wool and 
mohair, fresh meats and packinghouse 
products, and in-transit charges gen- 
€: ly, were the American National Cat- 
tiemen’s Association, the National Wool 
Gowers Association, the National Lamb 


Feeders Association, the Texas and 
Southwestern Cattle Raisers Association, 
the Texas Sheep and Goat Raisers’ 
Association, and Western States Meat 
Packers Association, Inc. 

The Central Fibre Products Co., of 
Quincy, Ill., and its subsidiary Indus- 
trial Paper Stock Co., protested increases 
on waste paper and baled straw. The 
Continental Steel Corp., of Kokomo, 
Ind., asked suspension of increases on 
scrap iron and steel. The Lock Joint 
Pipe Co., of Wharton, N.J., sought sus- 
pension of increases on reinforced con- 
crete pressure pipe and reinforced 
concrete pipe. 

Increases in vegetable oils and by- 
products were protested by E. F. Drew 
& Co., Inc., of Boonton, N.J. Crown 
Zellerbach Corp., of San Francisco, 
Calif., asked suspension of increases on 
“clay, china (Kaolin). The Central Soya 
Co., Inc., of Fort Wayne, Ind., seeks 
suspension of proposed incréases in rates 
on “lecithin, oil concentrate, crude.” 

Informal protests against various ap- 
plications of the increase were filed by 
a number of firms, including 10 lumber 
dealers. They included the following: 

Gibbs Lumber Co., St. Paul, Minn.; 
Tamarack Lumber Co., Eugene, Ore.; 
Thomas B. Thames Lumber Co., Cincin- 
nati, O.; Intercounty Lumber Corp., New 
York, N.Y.; Arthur B. Morgan, Jr., Inc., 
Rochester, N.Y.; Western Lumber, Inc., 
Medford, Ore.; Moses & Cline, Dallas, 
Tex.; Newton Lumber Corp., Brooklyn, 
N.Y.; Thos. R. Kelly, Inc., New York 
City, and Burns Kneeland Lumber Co., 
Aitkin, Minn. 


Westfield River Paper Co., Inc., Rus- 
sell, Mass., and Paterson Parchment Pa- 
per Co., Bristol, Pa., assailed woodpulp 
loading charges and reduction in free 
time at ports Midwestern Grain Co., 
Kansas City, Mo., attacked wharfage 
charges at ports on packaged goods and 
reduction in free time at ports; Herz 
Manufacturing Corp., New York City, 
objected to rate on drinking straws, and 
Crest Chemical Co., Watertown, S.D., 
protested the increased rates on fer- 
tilizers and related materials. 


Retail Federation Protests 
Free P. U. & D. Stoppage 


The American Retail Federation has 
petitioned the I.C.C.’s Board of Suspen- 
sion for suspension of a tariff supple- 
ment published to become effective Jan- 
uary 31 by which, the federation says, 
the Chicago Great Western Railway Co. 
proposes to cancel participation in a 
Western Trunk Lines’ tariff, “thereby 
discontinuing free pickup and delivery 
service on less-carload freight.” 

The protested tariff was identified as 
“Western Trunk Lines tariff 336-N 
(T.C.F.B. tariff 59-M), supplement No. 
40, effective January 31, 1958, Agent W. 
J. Prueter’s I.C.C. No. A-4113.” 

Said the federation: 


“The 38 state and 32 national trade or- 
ganizations comprising the retail indus- 
try membership of the American Retail 
Federation is interested in less-carload 
transportation offered by rail carriers. 
The federation membership believes that 
free pickup and delivery service is an 
integral part of such less-carload service 
and, in fact, through many orders of the 
Commission, such traffic is presently sub- 
ject to rates and charges, the determina- 
tion of which has included the cost of 
pickup and delivery. 
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“Rail carriers, in discontinuing free 
pick up and delivery, are, in effect, mak- 
ing the penultimate step to a discontinu- 
ance of less-carload service entirely. The 
retail industry depends on less-carload 
service by the rail carriers and therefore 
objects very strenuously to any such re- 
striction.” 


Rail Free-Time Reduction 
To 4 Days Protested by 


Port Commercial Groups 


The New Orleans Traffic and 
Transportation Bureau has asked 
the Commission to suspend and 
defer operation of railroad tariff 
schedules proposing, effective Feb- 
ruary 1, to allow only four days’ free 
time for exportation of grain 
through the public elevator in the 
Port of New Orleans instead of 10 
days allowed under present rules. 


The Green Bay Association of Com- 
merce and and the Brown County Board 
of Harbor Commissioners, both of Green 
Bay, Wis., asked the I.C.C. to suspend 
railroad tariffs which, they said, would 
provide four days’ free time at that port, 
excluding Saturdays, Sundays and holi- 
days, for all cars containing export 
freight effective February 1, in place of 
the present seven-day free-time allow- 
ance. 


Earlier, grain, cotton and port interests 
of Galveston, Tex., protested a rail pro- 
posal to reduce to four days the free time 
allowed at that port for the holding of 
cars transporting export traffic in cotton 
seed and meal, bulk grain, flax seed, 
soybeans, cotton and other commodities 
(T.W., Jan. 18, p. 20). 


The New Orleans protestant said it 
represented the Board of Commissioners 
of the Port of New Orleans, the New Or- 
leans Board of Trade, Ltd. and the 
grain exporters and forwarding agents, 
all interested in the handling of general 
cargo and grain and grain products. They 
asked for suspension of items 245-D, 250- 
A, and 340-D, supplement 18, of New 
Orleans Freight Traffic Bureau tariff 
No. 4, J. H. Marque’s I.C.C. 441. 


Present Free-Time Arrangement 


Present free time allowed on bulk 
grain (including flaxseed and soybeans), 
for export handled through the New 
Orleans public elevator, was 10 days, in- 
clusive of Saturdays, Sundays and holi- 
days, and, after expiration of free time, 
Saturdays, Sundays and holidays were 
included in computing storage charges, 
the protestant said. 


“This free time is applicable,” it said, 
“whether grain cars are held on the 
line of the inbound rail carrier, or on 
the tracks of the New Orleans Belt Rail- 
road, the latter a city-owned belt rail- 
road serving the public grain elevator. 
The storage charges likewise accrue, 
whether the grain cars are held on the 
trunkline carrier, or the belt, prior to un- 
loading into the elevator. 


“The joint arrangement between the 
trunk-line rail carriers and belt has been 
entered into to facilitate the handling 
of export grain through the port, the 
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belt railroad acting as the agent for 
the inbound road-haul carrier. 

“The 10-day free time period, in the 
past, has proved satisfactory to all con- 
cerned, affording a reasonable period 
for exporters, forwarders, and the public 
elevator to schedule ships, assemble cars, 
perform the necessary inspection, grad- 
ing, sampling, documentation, etc., and 
all the other incidentals required before 
final exportation can be accomplished. 

“Even under the 10-day limit, there 
has resulted the payment of storage 
charges, due to delays to vessels (such 
delays being due to acts of God or cir- 
cumstances beyond control of shippers). 

“How the respondents can expect the 
grain trade to operate within the pro- 
posed four-day free-time limit is beyond 
comprehension.” 


The protestant said that computation 
on the basis of four days’ free time for 
exporting grain through the public ele- 
vator would exclude Saturdays, Sundays 
and holidays but that after the expira- 
tion of free time, Saturdays, Sundays 
and holidays would be included in com- 
puting storage charges 


Purposes of Four-Day Rule 


“The proposed rule has been published 
presumably for the purpose of producing 
added revenue for respondents,” the pro- 
testant said. “Whether the objective of 
the proposed rule can be accomplished 
is extremely problematical, as the pro- 
posed reduction in free time will place 
an undue hardship on the grain trade, 
and, instead of producing additional 
revenue, will result in a substantial di- 
version of the export grain presently 
handled through the public elevator 
from the rail to the barge carriers op- 
erating on the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries, inasmuch as no change is 
being proposed in the free time on in- 
bound bulk grain which, in 1,000-ton 
barges, will continue to be eight days.” 

Bulk grain could not be unloaded onto 
wharves or stored on the ground or in 
transit sheds like general cargo, the 
protestant said, and added that grain 
was a seasonal commodity moving to 
the ports at specific periods in sub- 
stantial volume, either on account of 
foreign commitments or lack or storage 
in the interior, or because of bumper 
crops, among other reasons. It also em- 
phasized that the grain must be 
sampled, weighed, and inspected. 


In illustrating the alleged “imprac- 
ticability and unreasonableness” of the 
four-day time limit, the protestant said: 


“After arrival at the port, the move- 
ment of cars of grain from the inbound 
rail carrier to storage yards of the pub- 
lic grain elevator, served by the Pub- 
lic Belt Railroad, is generally accom- 
plished in 48 hours. One to two days 
is generally required for sampling, grad- 
ing, etc. This time might be extended 
due to inclement weather, inspection 
being discontinued by the federal su- 
pervisor when bad weather intervenes. 
As to wheat, for example, if a protein 
analysis is required, an additional day 
or two is necessary as protein samples 
must be forwarded to the laboratory in 
Fort Worth, Tex. There is also to be 
considered the matter of federal appeal, 
in the event of controversy over the 





grading of the grain. The decision of 
the federal authorities is final, but fed- 
eral grading takes additional time.” 

The protestant bureau asserted that 
the average time that grain remained on 
track at New Orleans was from eight to 
ten days, before transfer into the ele- 
vator 

Coastal Traffic Small 


It said that it protested any change in 
the present rule providing for 10 days 
for movement of grain through the port 
elevators, whether for export, or coast- 
wise or intercoastal traffic. 

“There is very little, if any, grain pres- 
ently moving intercoastal or coastwise, 
but circumstances may arise in the fu- 
ture under which such a movement might 
possibly take place,” the protestants said. 

The bureau asserted that it knew of 
no present car shortage that would jus- 
tify reducing to four days the free time 
on export grain handled through eleva- 
tors, and the free time allowed on gen- 
eral cargo held on the rails of inbound 
trunk-line carriers 


“Even though the petitioning rail car- 
riers have indicated to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission their willingness 
to refund charges that may subsequently 
be found to be unlawful or unreasonable, 
a ‘provision for refund’ would not be a 
practical substitute for a full and com- 
plete investigation and hearing as re- 
quired by law,” the protestant said. 


Green Bay Petition 


The Green Bay protestants said the 
tariffs they opposed were Chicago & 
North Western Railway Co.’s No. 17144, 
I.C.C. 11355, and the Milwaukee Road's 
No. 6002, I.C.C. B-7746 (in part) 


“These proposed changes in the rules 
covering export traffic came to your 
protestants as a surprise,” they said, 
“since only recently has your Commis- 
sion approved and recommended a longer 
period of free time at the Great Lakes 
ports This was fully aired in No. 32023, 
Chicago Regional Port District et al. v 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co., et al, with the examiner’s recom- 
mended relief report released in August, 
1957. What change in the matter of car 
detention or other demurrage practices 
has occurred since that time which 
would undo that which was sought done, 
we cannot comprehend. 


“What further surprises your protest- 
ants is that in Ex Parte No. 212, little, 
if any, indication was made by the re- 
spondent railroads that any changes 
would be contemplated in the practice 
of assessing demurrage at the Green 
Bay port or any other ports, or on 
export or domestic traffic in general, 
and this was evidenced by the fact that 
the X-212 master tariff of increased 
rates and charges specifically exempted 
demurrage from any increases, other 
than item 180.” 


The Green Gay protestants said that 
the respondent railroads’ action, as pro- 
tested, would “remove almost completely 
the distinct and separate relations be- 
tween domestic and export commerce.” 

They said that in I. and S. No. 6646, 
Increased Demurrage Charges—1956, the 
charges on, and the rules and regulations 
governing, demurrage, were fully pre- 
sented before the Commission and rea- 
sonable charges and bases for such 
charges were prescribed by the I.C.C., to 
become effective September 1, 1957. 


TRAFFIC Wi 


Chief Freight Lines Asks 
To Be Dropped as ‘Hot 


Cargo’ Case Defendant 


Chief Freight Lines Co., one of the 
defendants in MC-C-1922, Galveston 
Truck Line Corp. v. Ada Motor Line, 
Inc., et al., referred to generally as 
the “hot cargo” case, has asked the 
Commission to modify its findings 
of fact and law in its report and 
order in that preceeding and dismiss 
the complaint against it 


The petitioner took issue with the 
Commission on what it termed a lack 
of finding as to the “bona fide charac- 
ter of tenders” of freight to the defend- 
ant by the complainant and the Com- 
mission’s pronouncement that motor 
common carriers had an “almost abso- 
lute” duty to accept freight tendered t 
them 

Chief Freight Lines was one of the 
defendants which the Commission, in its 
report and order, found had refused 
to accept freight tendered to them by 
the complainant because “hot cargo” 
clauses the defendants’ had with labor 
unions prohibited defendants’ employes 
from handing freight of a non-unionized 
carrier as was Galveston Freight Lines 
A cease and desist order was entered 
(T.W., Dec. 21, 1957, p. 38) 

Petitioner said that the Commission 
found that only one physical tender of 
freight was made to Chief Freight Lines 
by the complainant and further found 
that later tenders were made to Chief 
by telephone. 

These particular findings were com- 
plete in themselves as to the number of 
tenders made and the type of tenders 
petitioner said, but the Commission made 
no finding as to the bona fide character 
of the tenders, thereby omitting import- 
ant findings of fact that would have 
resulted in the Commissions dismissing 
the complaint as to Chief Freight Lines 


Term ‘Tender’ Defined 


Petitioner said that after the “one 
physical tender” was made certain “tele- 
phonic tenders” were made, where no 
physical exchange of freight was a pres- 
ent possibility, but was mereity con\“m- 
plated at some future date. 

Chief contended that “the law per- 
taining to tenders defines tender as 4 
physical offering of tangible propert 
wherein there is a present ability for the 
tenderee to physically take said property 
upon its offer.” 

“To hold that a telephonic tender is 4 
bona fide and actual tender in a legal 
sense would be to open the door for the 
slightest evidence to prove a prima facie 
case,” it said. 

With respect to the use of the term 
“almost absolute” by the Commission 
petitioner said: 

“We believe the Commission should be 
guided by the rulings of courts and the 
requirements of the phrasing in the cer- 
tificates in these matters, and the courts 
have held that although the duty of a 
common carrier to accept freight ten- 
dered it in the normal course of business 
is a much duty than ordinarily expected 
in law, it is still subject to reasonab! 
limitations and exceptions, and we co! 
strue the term ‘reasonable’ to be differ 
ent from the term ‘almost absolute’ 
stated by the Commission in this case. 

“The Commission has held that onl; 
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of God or the common enemy 
excuse the common carrier from 
freight tendered in conform- 
ith its certificate of public con- 
e and necessity. We believe that 
olding is not in conformance with 
iw and the law gives other excep- 
» the duty as stated in the briefs 
fore filed, and said duty must be 
ed by the rule of reason rather 
e rule of absolute liability 
Commission held as we believe 
iid, as to the matter of tender 
duty of Common carrier, then 
mmission would have, as we see 
alternative except to dismiss the 
nt as against the Chief Freight 


Delay in Complaint Case 
Laid to Ambiguous Terms 
In Tariffs of Railroads 


Replying to a motion of the de- 
ndants in No. 31973, The Walled 
Lake Door Co. v. Atlantic Coast Line 
Railroad Co. et al., asking the Com- 
sion to dismiss the complaint as 
idditional points of origin or des- 
brought into issue by 
imendment, the complainant has 
the Commission that its com- 
plaint was amended on “fair notice” 
nd that it is willing to cooperate 
any reasonable manner to enable 
fendants to present their defense. 
The defendants, in their motion, said 
the amending of the complaint and 
postponements of hearing at 
nplainant’s request had given the mat- 
er an appearance of a “shotgun” pro- 
eeding (T.W., Jan. 4, p. 14). 
Complainant does not know the 
eaning of ‘shotgun’ in any lexicon of 
used in practice before this Com- 
the complainant said in its 


af 1 
eated 


ine orl 
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al complaint assailed rates 
99 carloads of birch plywood moved 
January 15, 1953, through March 
1954, between various points. With 
approval of the Commission, the 
omplainant amended its complaint so 
is to bring in the additional points of 
Ohio City, O., and Nescopeck, Pa. De- 
dant’s motion sought dismissal of 
complaint as to these two points. 
Replying to the motion, the complain- 
said: 
Complainant simply has amended its 
nplaint in accordance with Rule 33 of 
Commission’s rules of practice in 
rder to bring in issue the rates charged 
nm shipments to the additional plants 
complainant located at points within 
same general rate territory involved 
the original complaint. 


ke 


Rails’ Request for Postponement 


The Commission’s order dated Octo- 

* 1, 1957, states the postponement from 
October 23 to December 18 was at the 
request of defendants and its order 
dated November 21, 1957, states also that 
postponement to January 14, 1958, was 
a the request of defendants. So there 
ve been two instead of one postpone- 
nts at the request of defendants. 
‘As stated above Ohio City, O., is in 
» Same general rate territory as Walled 
Lake, Mich., named in the original com- 
p aint. 


‘Complainant filed the amendment to 
the complaint in what it considered to be 
fair notice prior to the hearing to enable 
defendants to prepare their defense, 
especially in view of the postponement of 
the hearing to January 14, 1958, and no 
extensive broadening of the complaint. 
Complainant is willing to co-operate in 
any reasonable manner to enable defend- 
ants to present their defense and seeks 
no unfair advantage in procedure. 

“Wherefore Complainant submits that 
no grounds have been shown to justify 
granting the prayer of defendants to 
dismiss the amended complaint.” 

On defendant’s motion to make the 
complaint more definite and certain, 
the complainant said: 

Defendants’ criticism may be justi- 
fied on technical grounds but as defend- 
ants are the publishers of the tariffs and 
the makers of the rates from the points 
named in paragraph VI of the original 
complaint and as amended they are or 
should be well informed as to the tariffs 
and rates in issue. Complainant assumed 
that the generally recognized procedure 
of showing tariff authorities in connec- 
tion with the evidence submitted in sup- 
port of the allegations of the complaint 
would be considered sufficient... 


‘Ambiguous Terms’ 

Defendants apparently seek to re- 
strict the procedure in this case by rais- 
ing technical issues on the pleadings. 
Proceedings before this Commission are 
designed to adjudicate the substantive 
rights of the parties and not defeat 
them on technical grounds. That obvi- 
ously was one of the purposes of Con- 
gress in establishing the Commission as 
an administrative agency. The defend- 
ants’ tariffs contain many ambiguous 
terms such as ‘woods of value,’ ‘foreign 
woods,’ etc. and to attempt to limit com- 
plainant to specific detailed issues in the 
pleadings is contrary to the long recog- 
nized practice before this Commission 
Defendants certainly are adequately pro- 
tected by the requirement for proof to 
be adduced at the hearings. 

Wherefore complainant respectfully 
ubmits that the pleadings in this case 
are now adequate and complainant is 
willing to cooperate in any reasonable 
manner for the introduction of evidence 
in support and defense thereof.” 


Modification of ‘Rate War’ 
Case Finding Requested 


The Middle Atlantic Conference had 
petitioned the Commission to correct 
Finding No. 2 in a report by division 3 
in MC-C-1881, Sub. 2, Middle Atlantic 
Conference v. A.A.A. Trucking Corp. et 
al., and MC-C-2095, Class Rates—Capi- 
tol Trucking Corp. 

The report concerned itself with a 
situation described by the division as “in 
the nature of a rate war” among truck 
lines in the New York-Philadelphia area 
(T.W., Dec. 7, 1957, p. 43). In Finding 
No. 1, the division held a minimum rate 
order to be necessary. Finding No. 2 
reads as follows: 


“2. That the class rates and charges 
of the defendant and respondents from 
and to the points in the area described 
in appendix A hereto, are, and for the 
future will be, unjust and unreasonable to 
the extent that they are less than the 
class rates and charges prescribed in 
Class Rates Between Middle Atlantic and 
New England Territories, 67 M.C.C. 741, 
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for application in Middle Atlantic Ter- 
ritory generally, including all subsequent 
general increases in such rates and 
charges, to and including July 17, 1957, 
related (with qualification) to the 
ratings, rules and regulations of Na- 
tional Motor Freight Classification No. 
A-3, MF-I.C.C. No. 8... .” 

Petitioner wants the finding corrected 
to add after MF-I.C.C. No. 8, the fol- 
lowing: 

“As amended by or supplemented with 
the rules and regulations set forth in the 
rules tariffs or class rate tariffs.” 

Petitioner said that it did not believe 
that the Commission did not intend to 
condemn existing exceptions to rules and 
regulations of classification A-3. 

Continuation by respondents and de- 
fendants of their present rules in their 
respective rules or class rate tariffs was 
necessary for the carriers to perform 
their required common carrier services 
to the public, petitioner said. 


Former Senator Johnson 
Requests Motor Rights 


Former Senator Johnson, of Colorado, 
has filed with the Commission an appli- 
cation in MC-117130 for authority to in- 
stitute a motor carrier operation over 
regular routes “in transportation of gen- 
eral commodities from -Denver to Los 
Angeles, as follows: Originate and termi- 
nate, load and unload, general commodi- 
ties at Denver, Colo., Cove Fort, Utah, 
and Los Angeles, Calif., and at all points 
between those stated points.” 

Mr. Johnson, several times governor of 
Colorado, and a member of the USS. 
Senate from 1937 to 1955, made the ap- 
plication as an individual and said that 
he would operate under the trade name 
“Denver and Southwest.” He said no au- 
thority was asked to serve off-route 
points. He said he would use 300 ve- 
hicles, “more or less,” in the proposed 
operation 

As to his present connections with 
other companies in the transportation 
field, Mr. Johnson said he was a di- 
rector of the Denver & Rio Grande West- 
ern Railroad Co. 


Mr. Johnson was a member of the 
Senate committee on interstate and for- 
eign commerce from 1937 to 1955, and 
was its chairman from 1949 to 1952. 


Dismissal of ‘Hot Cargo’ 
Case Asked by Defendants 


The Commission also made public a 
petition for reconsideration in MC-C- 
1922 filed on behalf of the defendants, 
Ada Motor Lines, Inc., Frisco Transpor- 
tation Co., Luper Transportation Co., 
M & D Motor Freight Lines, O C & E 
Motor Freight Lines, Rocket Freight 
Lines, Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., 
Sooner Freight Lines and Be-Mac Trans- 
port Co. 


They claimed that the holding by the 
Commission that the duty of the defend- 
ant carriers to accept and receive freight 
as “almost absolute” was contrary to 
law, was unrealistic and “too vague and 
indefinite to serve as a guide which the 
report declares is its purpose.” 

These defendants said that the Com- 
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mission, “because of lack of jurisdiction 
over labor unions, its antipathy for the 
hot cargo clause and opinion that it is 
invalid, but having no jurisdiction to so 
adjudicate, has made whipping boys and 
martyrs of defendant carriers over whom 
it does have jurisdiction.” 

“The effect of the Commission’s order 
is to require the carriers, when the hot 
cargo clause is invoked, to refuse to com- 
ply with it, let their entire system be 
struck, deprive all the public of the 
benefit of their services, cripple them 
financially and wait for violence to 
come and maybe lose a few lives or arms 
or legs of supervisory personnel, before 
they can be excused,” the defendants 
said 

“Then when we have this grand result, 
the Commission will say “The freight was 
not moved, but you complied with your 
common carrier duties under your certifi- 
cate.’ 

“So the almost absolute duty imposed 
by the Commission upon the carriers in 
the hot cargo situation may be para- 
phrased and epitomized in the language 
of the poet: 

“Be ye not like dumb driven cattle: be 
a hero in the strife.’ 

“We earnestly urge that the Commis- 
sion reconsider this case, set aside its 
aforesaid report and order and dismiss 
the proceeding.” 






Investigation of Forwarder 
Rates to New Mexico Asked 


The State Corporation Commission of 
New Mexico has petitioned the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission for an in- 
vestigation into interstate rates, rules, 
regulations, charges and practices of 
freight forwarders on traffic destined to 
New Mexico when originating at points 
within the east. The petition was dock- 
eted as No. 32352 

The state commission alleged that the 
classifications, rates, rules, regulations, 
charges and practices of the forwarder 
service to New Mexico were unjust, un- 
reasonable, unduly preferential and pre- 
judicial and unjustly discriminatory in 
violation of sections 404(a) and (d) and 
406(b) of the interstate commerce act as 
well as the national transportation 
policy. 

The state commission said that any 
contention that the freight forwarder 
and rail less-carload rates were com- 
parable and competitive so far as most 
of New Mexico was concerned, was mis- 
leading. However, it added that if the 
failure to correct the rates to New Mex- 
ico was an oversight on the part of the 
freight forwarders, the immediate pub- 
lication of competitive rates would sat- 
isfy the’ complaint and it would be 
promptly withdrawn 

The petitioner's allegations with re- 
spect to violations of the act and of the 
national transportation policy were made 
by consideration, it said, of the following 
criteria: 

(1) Maintenance of rates up to 162.46 
per cent above the rail rates for compar- 
able service, (2) maintenance of rates 
approximating one-third of the through 
rate for performance of less than 10 per 
cent of the through service, (3) main- 
tenance of rate stops further aggravating 
a highly distorted rate structure, (4) 
maintenance of rates contrary to their 
own expressed position, (5) maintenance 






of rates exceeding those declared by the 
I.C.C. to be reasonable for rail transpor- 
tation, and (6) maintenance of preferen- 
tial and prejudicial rates as well as un- 
and discriminatory 
resulting from the lack of uniformity in 
rates collectible. 


The I.C.C. was asked to enter a cease 
and desist order and to require the es- 
tablishment of just and reasonable class- 
regulations 


acceptance 
Commission 
Hutzler, at a price of 98.747 per 


neeens . 
reasonable MC-F-6816, C. A. Shetrom, 
S. Zimmerman, 
, ask authority for the former to pur 
operating rights 
temporarily to operate 
MC-F-6817, Tank Lines 
asks authority 
ifications, 


Asphalt-Petroleum Transporters 


MC-F-6819, 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


operating rights and 

Transportation i}. 

and temporarily to operat 
> > . 





of McCormick 


Finance No (supplemental), 
go & North Western Railway asks authority 
issue $2,145,000 par value of equipment 
trust certificates as the 
equipment 
totaling $3,690,000 


MC-F-6820 
of Richmond 
chase a part of the permit 
Washington 
the operating rights purchased 
those of common carrier 

© 


second installment 
certificates 


Denver & Rio 
asks authority 
equipment 
of $2,460,000 in con- 
acquisition 


Railroad Co Transportation 


tificates in an amount purchase certain operating rights and eq up 


business as Crowe 
of Philadelphia, Pa 
Finance No. 20058, Denver & Rio Grande . 


Western Railroad Co. asks authority to ac- 

quire control of the Northwestern 

Railroad Co., through owr 
> 7 


MC-F-6822, 
of Grand Rapids, Mich 
to acquire control of Lancaster Transporta- 
of Lancaster, 


Motor Freight 


asks authority 
nership of its stock 


Finance No. 20060, Southern Pacific Co 


MC-F-6823, Johnson Motor Lines, 


equipment trust certificates in the principal 
amount of $8,400,000 in connection with the 
acquisition of 234 box cars 
20 flat cars and 200 hopper 


control of Atlantic States Motor Lines 
571 gondola cars 


portions of verified statement of 
in rebuttal, and other relief. 
> > > 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 





32328, Blue Diamond Corp 
United States Gypsum Co 


No. 32029, Northern Pacific Ry., 1957, directing 


moves that 
Pool Services and to Divide Earnings there- 


modified procedure, 


order of Dec 


ask reconsideration, modification, I. & S. M-10707. 
rehearing and argument. Cleveland, O 
asks reconsideration 


pension order 


Assembly & Consolidation 
Newsom Trucking Co 


Milwaukee, 
Paul & Pacific R.R. Co. Abandonment. City 
of Sprinfield, State of South Dakota 
reopening, rehearing, and, or oral argument 
and reconsideration. 


MC-F-6407, Transportation 
Control—Keystone Motor Express, Inc 


ask modification of order 


MC-27970, Sub. 25, Chicago Express, Inc., 
Extension—N 


MC-F-6629, Denver-Chicago Trucking C 
Compliance asks reconsideration 


Control—Eck Miller Transfer Co 
Ppiicants ask reconsideration 


MC-36144, Law & Ingham Transportati 
S Po MC-90144, Sub. 6, Bracy, Inc 
its certificate asks reconsideration. 
contains no restriction against the 
vehicles in transporting those com- 


MC-F-6649, Coast Truck Lines, Inc 
modities which are authorized. 


(Portion)—Lee & 
plicants ask reconsideration 

MC-76564, Sub. 55, Hill 
tension—Springer, 


Applicant asks re- 
consideration. 


30430, Wilson & Toomer Fertilizer Co 
i. “ay Ge a we Defendants 
reparation 

I. & S. M-10654, Steel Articles, Etc.—Steel 
Haulers, Inc. Respondent asks vacation 


30439, A. D. Adair & McCarty 
suspension 


. & he & 
Defendants 
terest on reparation awards. 


and related 
move oOmmission 


Rates and Charges 
cago, Burlington & Quincy R.R. Co., et al 
of outstanding order 
1955 to authorize respondents to 
publish and maintain for future proposed 


(Fiftieth Petition) 


30511, N. S. Koos and Son Co 
Defendants move 
of interest on reparation award. 


ask modification 


32029. Northern Pacific Ry 
Minnesota Railroad and Warehouse Commis- 
asks reconsideration, 


Finance 17963, Seaboard Air Line R.R. Co 
hearing, and argument 


Applicant asks modification of order 
to extend termination date of its Restricted 
Stock Option Plan for an additional three- 
year period, from Mar. 31 to Mar 


modification, 


MC-115843, 
Contract Carrier Application 


Applicant asks 
reconsideration. 


Finance 18847, Spector Motor Service, Inc 
Applicant asks modification of order 
of June 9, 1955 to issue for cash, to present 
be determined by 
Board of Directors, 3,601 
Preference Convertible shares at $8.00 per 


MC-116831, Donald Hilliard Contract 
rier Application. Applicant moves that find- 
modified to 
use of terms 
incorporated 
specifically defined. 

> 


MC-F-6656. Branch Motor Express 
Murdoch and Hatch—Motor Tran 
port, Inc. Applicants move to strike portions 


verified statement 


MC-F-6657, Cooper-Jarrett, 
—Serio Bros. Fast Express & Trucking. 


Motor Express, Inc., 


Inc.—Purchase 


move to strike 





protestants’ 
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MOTOR CONTRACT CARRIER 
CONVERSION PROCEEDINGS 


of applications of motor con- 
arriers of property and of proceed- 
instituted on the Commission’s own 
tive for the revocation of motor con- 

t carrier authority issued on or be- 
August 22, 1957, and for the issuance 
thereof of certificates of public 
venience and necessity, as made pub- 
the Commission, appears below. 
numbers of the outstanding permits 
lived are shown in parentheses. Pro- 
may be filed with the Commis- 

1 within 30 days from the date of the 
ces and if oral hearing is desired the 
test must so indicate 
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Carrier Applications 

MC-23299, Sub. 1, Package Delivery Co., 
Sioux Falls, S.D. (MC-23299); MC-27828, 
Harry Bywaters, dba Bywaters 
Truck Line, Kansas City, Mo. (MC-27828 
and MC-27828, Sub. 1); MC-28294, Sub. 1, 
Ernest Morin, Claremont, N.H. (MC- 
28294): MC-29714, Sub. 1, Joseph Francis 
Trimmer, dba Trimmers Petroleum Co., 
McCook, Neb. (MC-29714); MC-52974, 


Sub. 7, Jacobs Transfer Co., Inc., Wash- 


Sub. 2 


ton, D.C. (MC-52974 and MC-52974, 
Sub. 2): MC-62836, Sub. 8, C-B Trans- 
portation Corp., Walden, N.Y. (MC- 
62836): MC-68692, Sub. 2, Zakar Manoo- 


gian, Cranston, R.I. (MC-68692) 
MC-72791, Sub. 1, Tyson Transfer Co., 
Inc., Manistee, Mich. (MC-72791); MC- 
74184, Sub. 1, Harry F. Rich, dba Williams 
Truck Co., Tacoma, Wash. (MC-74184); 
MC-78490, Sub. 8, Tom Simanek, dba 
Simanek Oil Transport, Wahoo, Neb. 
MC-78490 and MC-78490, Subs. 2 and 
5): MC-83347, Sub. 2, E. R. McCleery, 
Inc., Youngstown, O. (MC-83347); MC- 
88849, Sub. 2, Hollis B. Farris and Mar- 
guerite L. Farris, dba Hollis and Mar- 
guerite L. Farris, Bridgton, Me. (MC- 
88849); MC-95013, Sub. 1, Emile Singelais, 
dba Neil Transportation, Somerville, 
Mass. (MC-95013); MC-101472, Sub. 17 L. 
E. Boling, Kewanee, Ill. (MC-101472, 
Subs. 1, 12, 15 and 16); MC-105024, Sub. 
3, Portland Motor Transport, Portland, 
Ore. (MC-105024 and MC-105024, Sub. 1). 

MC-105140, Sub. 2, North Star Van & 
Storage, Inc., Milwaukee, Wis. (MC-105- 
140); MC-108742, Sub. 5, Jerry K. Marcus, 
dba W. & M. Transportation Co., Win- 
chester, Va. (MC-108742); MC-109604, 
Sub. 4, Frank O. Crawford, dba White 
Transfer Co., Rockmart, Ga. (MC-109604 
and MC-109604, Sub. 3); MC-112788, Sub. 
1, Azzarelli Trucking & Excavating Co., 
Kankakee, Ill. (MC-112788); MC-113831, 
Sub. 1, Shoe Transport, Inc., Cheslea, 
Mass. (MC-113831); MC-114545, Sub. 1, 
Harry Hayden, Beach, N.D. (MC-114545) ; 
MC-114714, Sub. 2, C. E. Lechleitner, 
Siren, Wis. (MC-114714), and MC-116955, 
Sub. 1, Steel Haulers, Inc., Prarie Village, 
Kan. (MC-116955). 


instituted by Commission 


MC-105, Sub. 2, Leroy E. Fowler, First 
tional Bank of Elkhart, Administra- 

Elkhart, Ind. (MC-105); MC-210, 
b. 3, Ervin G. Fraembs, dba Roth 
uck Service, Chester, Ill. (MC-210 and 
3-210, Sub. 2); MC-1351, Sub. 6, Morris 
iskell, dba M. Haskell, Palmer, Mass. 
[C-1351 and MC-1351, Subs. 1, 2, 3 and 
4: MC-1425, Sub. 16 Overland Freight 
nes, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind. (MC-1425 
d MC-1425, Sub. 14); -MC-2310, Sub. 
| Gary Warehouse Co., Inc., Gary, Ind. 

[C-2310); MC-2771, Sub. 2, Harry 
fer, dba Hofer Motor Transportation 
C>., Toledo, O. (MC-2771 and MC-2771, 


= 
a 


a ol Te wo 


nee 





Sub. 1); MC-3576, Sub. 1, P. J. Hamill 
Transfer Co., St Louis, Mo. (MC-3576); 
MC-3582, Sub. 2, Cardinale Trucking 
Corp., Whippany, N.J. (MC-3582); MC- 
3889, Sub. 2, Lewis O. Hipkins, Jr., dba 
Hipkins Truck Service, Philadelphia, Pa. 
(MC-3889). 

MC-7768, Sub. 11, A. J. Weigand, Inc., 
Dover, O., (MC-7768 and MC-7768, Subs. 
8, 9, and 10); MC-9837, Sub. 3, Red Circle 
Freight Lines, Inc., Brooklyn, N.Y. (MC- 
9837 and MC-9837, Sub. 2); MC-13636, 
Sub. 12, Albert Pitzer and Jane Pitzer, 
dba Pitzer Brothers, Jeanette, Pa. (MC- 
13636, Subs. 4, 5, 6, 8 and 10); MC- 
14514, Sub. 3, John Koehn, Jr., dba 
Merchants’ Delivery, Danville, Ill. (MC- 
14514 and MC-14514, Sub. 1); MC-15119, 
Sub. 3, Appel Bros., Inc., Jersey City, 
N.J. (MC-15119). 

MC-15233, Sub. 1, Frank Gerrin, dba 
Frank’s Trucking Co., Chelsea, Mass. 
(MC-15233); MC-15808, Sub. 21, Girton 
Bros., Inc., Brazil, Ind. (MC-15808 and 
MC-15808, Subs. 12, 4, 14 and 18); MC- 
15935, Sub. 4, Ress Truck Lines, Inc., 
Belleville, Ill. (MC-15935 and MC-15935, 
Sub. 3). 


MC-15986, Sub. 1, Cantwell Motor Serv- 
ice, Inc., East St. Louis, Tl. (MC-15986) ; 
MC-18037, Sub. 4, Chas. Levy Circulating 
Co., Chicago, Ill. (MC-18037, Sub. 3); 
MC-18124, Sub. 8, Aller & Sharp, Inc., 
Columbus, O. (MC-18124 and MC-18124, 
Subs. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5); MC-20240, Sub. 6, 
Garfield Express Co., Inc., Passaic, N.J. 
(MC-20240); MC-20697, Sub. 31, The 
Willett Co., Chicago, Tl. (MC-20697 and 
MC-20697, Subs. 20 and 27); MC-21096, 
Sub. 6, McDowell Truck Line, Inc., Chi- 
cago, Ill. (MC-21096); MC-23000, Sub. 4, 
Highway Transportation Co., Fremont, 
Neb. (MC-23000); MC-27962, Sub. 11, 
Craun Transportation, Inc., Bettsville, O. 
(MC-27962 and MC-27962, Subs. 5, 6, 8 
and 9); MC-29506, Sub. 1, Frank Russo, 
dba Russo Motor Express, Atlantic City, 
N.J. (MC-29506); MC-29674, Sub. 1, 
George L. Place, Putnam, Conn. (MC- 
29674) ; MC-29990, Sub. 6, Badger Lines, 
Inc., West Allis, Wis. (MC-29990 and 
MC-29990, Subs. 1, 2, 3 and 4). 


MC-30226, Sub. 2, Howell Trucking Co., 
Inc., New York, N.Y. (MC-30226 and MC- 
30226, Sub. 1) ; MC-32561, Sub. 5, Marshall 
Service, Inc., Newfield, N.J. (MC-32561) : 
MC-32565, Sub 1, Gerald S. Gray, Somer- 
ville Mass. (MC-32565); MC-33322, Sub. 
13, Sterling E. Apgar, John N. Apgar, 
Russell I. Apgar and Dorothy E. Ander- 
son, dba Apgar Bros., Bound Brook, N.J. 
(MC-33322 and MC-33322, Sub 3); MC- 
34870, Sub 5, Anthony H. Santiago and 
Mario Cecchini, dba Bison City Cartage 
Co., Buffalo, N.Y. (MC-34870) ; MC-39368, 
Sub. 1, Packard Motor Truck Transporta- 
tion, Inc., of New Jersey, South Amboy, 
N.J. (MC-39368); MC-42627, Sub 1, Z. 
Tavss, Inc., New York, N.Y. (MC-42627): 
MC-43680, Sub. 4 D. J. Cronin, Inc., East 
Providence, R.I. (MC-43680 and MC- 
43680, Sub. 3). 


MC-46005, Sub. 9, Burg Trucking Corp., 
New York, N.Y. (MC-46005 and MC-46005, 
Subs. 1, 3, 4, 6, 7 and 8); MC-46053, Sub. 
3, Brockway Fast Motor Freight, Inc., 
Somerville, N.J. (MC-46053 and MC-46053, 
Sub. 1); MC-47616, Sub 6, Aero Motor 
Lines, Inc., Waterbury, Conn. (MC- 
47616); MC-47693 (Sub. 9, John R. Calla- 
han, dba Callahan Transportation, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. (MC-47693, Subs. 5, 6 and 7); 
MC-48508, Sub. 19, Jackson Trucking Co., 
Inc., Indianapolis, Ind. (MC-48508 and 
MC-48508, Subs. 12, 3, 8, 10 11 and 17); 
MC-48844, Sub. 5, Maldwyn James, dba 
James Transfer, St. Paul, Minn. (MC- 
48844 and MC-48844, Subs. 1, 3 and 4). 
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MC-48991, Sub. 2, Hub City Jobbing Co., 
Marshfield, Wis. (MC-48991); MC-50413, 
Sub. 7, Kirbery Transportation, Inc., 
Woodbridge, N.J. (MC-50413 and MC- 
50413, Subs. 3, 5 and 6); MC-53321, Sub. 
3, Rau Cartage, Inc., Monroe, Mich. (MC- 
53321); MC-59142, Sub. 7, Fred Fairall 
Construction Co., Uhrichsville, O. (MC- 
59142 and MC-59142, Subs. 1 and 6); 
MC-59235, Sub. 11, J. H. Nowinsky Truck- 
ing Co., Hatley, Wis. (MC-59235 and MC- 
59235, Subs. 9 and 10); MC-59940, Sub. 1, 
P. Saldutti & Son, Inc., Newark, NJ. 
(MC-59940); MC-60253, Sub. 19, Agnes 
Metz, dba Arlington Truck Co., Toledo, 
O. (MC-60253 and MC-60253, Subs. 2, 7, 
8, 11, 13, 15 and 17); MC-60987, Sub. 5, 
Pickett Truck Line, Inc., Chicago, III. 
(MC-60987). 

MC-61157, Sub. 4, White Motor Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., South River, NJ. 
(MC-61157 and MC-61157, Sub. 3); MC- 
61963, Sub. 2, Harry Cohen, Benjamin 
Cohen and Jacob Cohen, dba Cohen 
Brothers, Brooklyn, N.Y. (MC-61963); 
MC-64819, Sub. 2, C. D. Gammon Co., 
Chicago, Ill. (MC-64819); MC-64966, Sub. 
3, Albert Ochroch and Charles Ochroch, 
dba Ochroch Transportation Co., Phila- 
delphia, Pa. (MC-64966 and MC-64966, 
Sub. 1); MC-65527, Sub. 11, Boyle Broth- 
ers, Inc., South Kearney, NJ. (MC- 
65527); MC-66277, Sub. 3, Arrow Freight 
Lines, Inc., Springfield, Mass. (MC-66277). 


MC-66883, Sub. 6, Sprague & McCor- 
mick, Inc., Chicago, Ill. (MC-66883) ; MC- 
66955, Sub. 4, Park Transportation Co., 
St. Louis, Mo. (MC-66955); MC-68052, 
Sub. 3, Darnall Trucking Co., Inc., Buck- 
hannon, W.Va. (MC-68052); MC-69752, 
Sub. 16, Zuzich Truck Line, Inc., Kansas 
City, Kan. (MC-69752 and MC-69752, 
Sub. 15); MC-72273, Sub. 3, J. B. Mont- 
gomery, Inc., Denver, Colo. (MC-72273) ; 
MC-76180, Sub. 7, Clarence Oliver Ash- 
forth, dba Clarence O. Ashforth, Walt- 
ham, Mass. (MC-76180); MC-78705, Sub. 
12, McLain Trucking, Inc., Muncie, Ind. 
(MC-78705 and MC-78705, Sub. 10); MC- 
80408, Sub. 2, Ralph Trucking Corp., 
Middle Village, N.Y. (MC-80408);: MC- 
82874, Sub. 5, Russell M. Macaw, dba 
Akron Cartage, Akron, O. (MC-82874 and 
MC-82874, Sub. 3); MC-84375, Sub. 2, 
Kim Freight Lines, Inc., Chicago, Ill. 
(MC-84375 and MC-84375, Sub. 1). 


MC-87229, Sub. 4, Barry Transports, 
Inc., Oak Lawn, Ill. (MC-87229); MC- 
89706, Sub. 26 Motorway Corp., Columbus, 
O. (MC-89706 and MC-89706, Subs. 5, 7, 
8, 10, 12, 13, 15, 18, 21 and 23); MC-100148, 
Sub. 13, Thomas E. Buber, Inc., Wyan- 
dotte, Mich. (MC-100148); MC-101082, 
Sub. 4, EE-Jay Motor Transports, Inc., 
East St. Louis, Ill. (MC-101082); MC- 
101093, Sub. 9, Harold Baker, Stone Creek, 
O. (MC-101093). 


MC-104155, Sub. 4, P.A.K. Transport, 
Inc., Newport, N.H. (MC-104155); MC- 
104852, Sub. 4, Herman Healzer, dba 
P & H Truck Service, Overland Park, 
Kan. (MC-104852); MC-106095, Sub. 4, 
Dan’s Motor Lines, Inc., Fredonia, N-Y. 
(MC-106095); MC-107128, Sub. 10, Fast 
Freight, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind. (MC- 
107128) ; MC-108911, Sub. 4, Gardner and 
Muhleman, Inc., New Martinsville, W.Va. 
(MC-108911 and MC-108911, Subs. 1 and 
3); MC-109084, Sub. 9, Stanley A. West- 
gor, Wittenberg, Wis. (MC-109084, Subs. 
1, 2, 4, 7 and 8); MC-109176, Sub. 1, 
Vincent J. Costa, dba Cosmar Florist 
Delivery Service, Union, NJ. (MC- 
109176); MC-109242, Sub. 3, Albert N. 
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Scott 
City 


and Estelle 
Cartage Co., 


E. Scott, 
Detroit, 


dba Motor 
Mich. (MC- 


109242); MC-109467, Sub. 8, Shaw Ware- 
house Co., Birmingham, Ala. (MC- 
109467). 


MC-109513, Sub. 6, Charles B. Retzer, 
dba Beverage Transportation Co., Cleve- 
land, O. (MC-109513 and MC-109513, 
Sub. 4); MC-109889, Sub. 7, E. A. Myers, 
dba Nabbs Service, Sabetha, Kan. (MC- 
109889); MC-109947, Sub. 22, Warsaw 
Trucking Co., Inc., Warsaw, Ind. (MC- 


109947 and MC-108947, Subs. 16, 19 and 
20); MC-110117, Sub. 8, Kendrick Car- 
tage Co., Salem, Ill. (MC-110117); MC- 


110333, Sub. 3, Garrison Elevator Co., 
Inc., New Albany, Ind. (MC-110333 and 
MC-110333, Sub. 2). 


MC-110733, Sub. 6, Ace Freight Line, 
Inc., Denham Springs, La (MC-110733): 
MC-111671, Sub. 4, K-C Refrigeration 
Transport Co., Inc., Cohoes, N.Y. (MC- 
111671, Sub. 2); MC-112184, Sub. 9, Man- 
fredi Motor Transit Co., Newbury, O. 
MC-112184, Subs. 2, 4, 5 and 8); MC- 
112442, Sub. 9, H. L. Maness, dba H. L. 
Maness Truck Lines, Neodesha, Kan. 
(MC-112442 and MC-112442, Subs. 4, 5 
and 7); MC-113353, Sub. 3, Minnie R. 
Fair, dba Fair Piano Movers, Toledo, O 
(MC-113353); MC-113431, Sub. 1, Kovach 
Freight Lines, Inc., East St. Louis, II. 
(MC-113431); MC-113579, Sub. 4, Stahly 
Cartage Co., Edwardsville, Ill. (MC- 
113579) ; MC-113970, Sub 1, Aniello Bian- 
co, Joseph Bianco, Anthony Bianco, Sol 
Bianco and Michael Bianco, dba Bianco 
Bros., New York, N.Y. (MC-113970), and 
MC-115504, Sub. 5, Kenison Trucking, 
Inc., Salt Lake City, Utah (MC-115504) 


MOTOR RIGHTS APPLICATIONS 


Individuals firms and 
which have filed with the 
new applications for 
erating authority, 
Commission, are 


corporations 
Commission 
motor carrier oOp- 
as made public by the 
listed below with the 
cities or towns in which 
the type of operating 
authority sought, and the docket num- 
bers assigned to the applications Also 
included under this heading are proposals 
of motor carriers to deviate from pres- 
ently authorized routes 


names of the 
they are domiciled 


MC-200, Sub. 194, Riss & Co., Inc., Kan- 
sas City, Mo. (common carrier); MC-2202, 
Sub. 162, Readway Express, Inc., Akron, 
O. (common carrier); MC-2229, Sub. 87, 
Red Ball Motor Freight, Inc., Dallas, Tex. 
(common carrier); MC-3252, Sub. 18, Paul 
E. Merrill, dba Merrill Transport Co., 
Portland, Me. (common carrier): MC- 
5631, Sub. 4, David MacClain and Daniel 
Kancler, dba MacClain Trucking Co., 
Glastonbury, Conn. (common carrier); 
MC-8681, Subs. 60, 61, 62 and 63, Western 
Auto Transports, Inc., Denver, Colo. 
(common carrier); MC-9787, Sub. 18, 
Stanton Transportation Co. (common 
carrier); MC-9895, Sub. 96, R. B. “Dick” 
Wilson, Inc., Denver Colo. (common car- 
rier). 

MC-10872, Sub. 24, Be-Mac Transport 
Co., Inc., St. Louis, Mo. (common car- 
rier); MC-17226, Sub. 13, Fruit Belt Motor 
Service, Inc. (contract carrier): MC- 
34134, Sub. 2, Harry J. Henson, Waverly, 
N.Y. (common carrier); MC-34778, Sub. 
4, Cochran Terminal and Transportation 
Co. (common carrier); MC-35320, Subs. 
48 and 51. T.I.ML.E., Inc., Lubbock, Tex. 
(common carrier). 


MC-35628, Subs. 209, 211 and 212, Inter- 
state Motor Freight System, Grand Rap- 





ids, Mich (common carrier); MC-39414, 
Sub. 9, Tyler Truck Lines, Inc. (contract 
carrier); MC-40978, Sub. 5, Chair City 
Motor Express Co., Sheboygan, Wis 
(common carrier); MC-41404, Sub. 14, 
Argo Collier Truck Lines, Inc. (common 
carrier); MC-50069, Sub. 191, Refiners 
Transport & Terminal Corp., Detroit 
Mich (common carrier); MC-51146, 
Sub. 5, Schneider Transport & Storage, 
Inc., Green Bay, Wis. (common carrier) ; 
MC-52458, Sub. 143, T. I. McCormack 
Trucking Co., Inc., Woodbridge, N. J. 
(common carrier); MC-55873, Subs. 25 
and 26, Great American Transport, Inc., 


Detroit, Mich. (common carrier): MC- 
56082, Sub. 22, Davis & Randall, Inc. 
(common carrier); MC-56887, Sub. 5, 


Jess Edwards, Inc., Corpus Christi, Tex 
(common carrier). 


MC-60393, Sub. 14, Central Transfer 
Co., Peoria, Ill. (common carrier); MC- 
63290, Sub. 7, William O. Mattox, 


dba Mattox Chemical Transport, New- 
ark, N. J. (common carrier); MC-64932, 
Sub. 234, Rogers Cartage Co., Chicago, 
Tl. (common carrier); MC-66539, Sub 
11, Phil Krass and Mary Krasnowski, 
dba I. L. & C. Co., Chicago, Ill. (contract 
carrier); MC-66886, Sub. 7, Belger Cart- 
age Service, Inc., Kansas City, Mo. (com- 
mon carrier); MC-68909, Subs. 52, 53, 54 
and 55, Decatur Cartage Co., Chicago, 
lll. (common carrier); MC-69116, Subs 
40 and 42, Spector Freight System, Inc., 
Chicago, Ill. (common carrier). 
MC-70451, Sub. 197, Watson’ Bros. 
Transportation Co., Inc.. Omaha, Neb 
(common carrier); MC-72285, Sub. 9, 
Motor Transport Co., Milwaukee, Wis 
common carrier): MC-73262, Sub. 10, 
Merchants Freight System, Inc., Terre 
Haute, Ind. (common carrier) ; MC-74721, 


Sub. 60, Motor Cargo, Inc., Akron, O 
(common carrier). 
MC-76032, Subs. 114, 117 and 118 


Navajo Freight Lines, Inc., Denver, Colo 
(common carrier); MC-76065, Sub. 10, 
Ehrlich-Newmark Trucking Co., Inc., New 
York, N.Y. (common carrier); MC-79476, 
Sub. 15, Youngs Motor Truck Service, 
Inc., Taunton, Mass. (common carrier) ; 
MC-82266, Sub. 8, Ralph H. Howard, dba 
Main Line Hauling Co., St. Clair, Mo 
(common carrier); MC-83217, Sub. 7, 
Dakota Express, Inc., Sioux Falls, S.D. 
(common carrier); MC-83539, Sub. 31, 
C & H Transportation Co., Inc., Dallas, 
Tex. (common carrier); MC-101458, Sub. 
21, National Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill. 
(common carrier); MC-103453, Sub. 78, 
Buckingham Transportation, Inc., Rapid 
City, S.D. (common carrier); MC-103880, 
Subs. 180 and 182, Producers Transport, 
Inc., New Buffalo, Mich. (common car- 
rier). 

MC-105265, Sub. 38, Denver-Amarillo 
Red Ball Motor Freight, Inc., Dallas, Tex. 
(common carrier); MC-105269, Sub. 22, 
Graff Trucking Co., Inc., Kalamazoo, 
Mich. (common carrier; MC-106223, Sub. 
42, Greenleaf Motor Express, Ashtabula, 
O. (common carrier); MC-106398, Sub. 94, 
National Trailer Convoy, Inc., Tulsa, 
Okla. (common carrier); MC-106943, Sub. 
62, Eastern Express, Inc., Terre Haute, 
Ind. (common carrier); MC-107513, Sub. 
3, George M. Reed, East Earl, Pa. (com- 
mon carrier); MC-107757, Sub. 14, M. C. 
Slater, Inc., St. Louis, Mo. (common car- 
rier); MC-108461, Sub. 63, Whitfield 
Transportation, Inc., Las Cruces, N.M. 
(common carrier); MC-108586, Sub. 43, 
Steffke Freight Co., Wausau, Wis. (com- 
mon carrier). 


MC-109425, Sub. 10, Levitan Interstate 
Transport, Inc., Perth Amboy, N.J. (com- 
mon carrier); MC-109947, Sub. 21, War- 
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saw Trucking Co., Inc., Warsaw, 
(contract carrier); MC-110505, Sul 
Ringle Truck Lines, Inc., Fowler i 
(common carrier); MC-110698, Sub. 
Miller Motor Line of North Carolina, Ine, 
J. Archie Cannon, Jr., successor trus' es 
Greensboro, N.C. (common carrier) : ; 
110988, Sub. 46, Kampo Transit, Inc. 
Neenah, Wis. (common carrier): 
111002, Sub. 12, Clara Miles Schr: 
Frances H. Miles and Thomas M. Miles 
dba T. M. Miles, Oil Co., Milton. Pa 
(contract carrier). 

MC-111401, Sub. 86, Groendyke Trans- 
port, Inc., Enid, Okla. (common carri 
MC-112712, Sub. 72, Yellow Transit 
Freight Lines, Inc., Kansas City, M 
(common carrier): MC-112908, Sut 
Kingsway Transports, Ltd., Mont: 
Quebec, Canada (common carrier); MC- 
113388, Sub. 20, Lester C. Newton Truck- 
ing Co., Bridgeville, Del. (common car- 
MC-113396, Sub. 5, Nadeau Trans- 


rier): 
ports, Ltd., Danville, Quebec, Canada 
(common or contract carrier): MC- 


113843, Sub. 18, Refrigerated Food Ex- 
press, Inc., Boston, Mass. (common car- 
rier); MC-115188, Sub. 2, Rocky J. Vitale, 
Cadosia, N.Y. (common carrier); MC- 
115913, Sub. 2, Frank J. Paar, dba Paar 
Trucking Co., Mt. Jewett, Pa. (common 
carrier) 

MC-115994, Sub. 2, John P. Fiderak 
and Steve J. Fiderak, Tamaqua, Pa 
(common carrier); MC-116722, Sub. 4 
Denver-Climax Truck Line, Inc., Denver 
Colo. (common carrier); MC-116806, Sub 
1, Hutton Transport, Ltd., Lakeside, On- 
tario, Canada (common carrier); MC- 
116827, J. P. Ogan, Blunt, S.D con- 
tract carrier); MC-116906, Sub. 1, Jul 
C. Topolski, dba Top’s Service Station 
Chicago, Tl. (common carrier) MC- 
116954, James W. Montague, Edina, Mi 
(contract carrier); MC-116989, Amel E 
Tropf, Advance, Mo. (common carrier 


MC-116998, Oliver L. Gerald, Lake 
Preston, S.D. (contract carrier); MC- 
117004, Delphis Desrochtes, Montreal! 
Quebec, Canada (common carrier); MC- 
117031, Sub. 1, Brown Yancey, New 
Bloomfield, Mo. ‘common carrier); MC- 
117039, Harold R. Rodi, dba Rodi Auto 


Towing Co., Chicago, Ill. (common Ccar- 
rier): MC-117041, Jerome Michel and 
Joseph Michel, Jr., dba Michel Bros. 
Garage & Towing Service, Franksville 
Wis. (contract carrier) ; MC-117046, Floyd 
L. Goehring, dba Goehring’s Garage & 
Towing Service, Richmond, Ill. (contract 
carrier); MC-117047, Harold Helfogt and 
Leonard Kranz, dba Rite Way Garage & 
Towing Service, Des Plains, Ill. (contract 
carrier). 


MC-117050, William Mullins, dba Bill 
Mullins Garage, Providence, R.I. (com- 
mon carrier); MC-117059, James T. Tea- 
gle and Vincent F. Ewell, dba Teagle 
Transportation, Hampton, Va. (contract 
carrier); MC-117074, Carondelet Trans- 
fer Co., St. Louis, Mo. (contract carrier); 
MC-117081, Charles E. Elsberry, Madison 
Mo. (common carrier); MC-117084, Capi- 
tol Motor Freight Co., Inc., West New 
York, N.J. (common carrier); MC-117087 
Norris Kitson, Charlottetown, Prince Ed- 
ward Island, Canada (common carrie 
MC-117095, Mervin Weaver, Terre Hill 
Pa. (common carrier); MC-117096, Erbie 
W. Sauder, East Earl, Pa. (common car- 
rier); MC-117097, C. M. Weaver, New 
Holland, Pa. (common carrier). 

Handling without oral hearing is re- 
quested in the following applications for 
operating rights: 

MC-19945, Sub. 6, Behnken Truck Serv- 
ice, Inc., New Athens, Ill. (common car- 
rier); MC-30887, Sub. 83, Shipley Trans- 
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Reisterstown, Md. (common 
MC-55236, Sub. 36, Olson Trans- 


fer inc., 


poriation Co., Green Bay, Wis. (common 
' MC-59396, Sub. 3, Builders Ex- 
pre Inc., Finderne, N.J. (common car- 


MC-105632, Sub. 21, Central of 
Georgia Motor Transport Co. (common 
and MC-114890, Sub. 8, C. E, 
Reynolds, Joplin, Mo. (common carrier). 


Deviation Route Proposals 
nmarized below are notices of pro- 
filed with the Commission by mo- 
irriers Of property to operate over 
tion routes. Protests, if any, must 
e filed within 30 days from January 22. 
730 (deviation No. 2), Pacific Inter- 
tain Express Co., Oakland, Calif. Com- 
irrier, transporting general commodli- 
th exceptions, over a deviation route, 
n the junction of U.S. Highways 36 
lear Belleville, Kan., and Cheyenne 
a follows From the junction of 
Highways 81 and 36 near Belleville, over 
Highway 81 to the junction of Nebraska 
Hiechway 3, thence over Nebraska Highway 
the junction of Nebraska Highway 14 


e over Nebraska Highway 14 to the 
U.S. Highway 6. thence over U.S 

Highway 6 to the junction of Nebraska 
H way 44, thence over Nebraska Highway 


44 to the junction of Nebraska Highway 10 
» over Nebraska Highway 10 to Kear- 
Neb., thence over U.S. Highway 30 to 
nne and return, for operating con- 

lence only, serving no intermediate 


MC-48022 (deviation No. 2), Inland Ex- 
re Inc., Allston, Mass. Common carrier, 
t porting general commodities, with ex- 
ns, over a deviation route, between 
} New York-Massachusetts border and 
Boston, Mass., over the Massachusetts turn- 
and access routes, for operating con- 
nee only serving no intermediate 


Examiner Recommends Boost 
In Some Kansas Intrastate 
Rates to Interstate Level 


When the Commission authorized 
general increases in freight rates in 
Ex Parte Nos. 175 and 196 it assumed 
that “like increases would be au- 
thorized by the states” on intrastate 
traffic, said a Commission examiner 
in a proposed report recommending 
that Kansas railroads be authorized 
by the Commission to increase intra- 
state rates on certain commodities 
on which the state commission had 
refused to authorize increases. 


Examiner Edward L. Boisseree, in a 
proposed report in No. 32057, Kansas 
Intrastate Freight Rates and Charges, 
bserving that after each of the post- 
war general rate cases the railroads op- 
erating in Kansas had been obliged to 
appeal to the Commission in connection 
wth rates within that state, recom- 
mended that the railroads in Kansas be 
a. thorized to increase to the interstate 
level of rates authorized in Ex Parte 196 
the intrastate rates on agricultural com- 
modities, including milk and cream; 
br ck and related articles; cement; live- 
stock: and sand, gravel, crushed stone 
aid related articles including agricul- 
tural limestone, and also that the in- 
clease on cement authorized in Ex Parte 
1") be added to the intrastate rates. 


MC-107558 (deviation No. 1), Arrow Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., Providence, R.I. Common 
carrier, transporting general commodities, 
with exceptions, over a deviation route, be- 
tween the Connecticut-New York border 
and the Connecticut-Rhode Island border 
as follows: From the Connecticut-New York 
border over the Connecticut turnpike to the 
Connecticut-Rhode Island border, and re- 
turn, for operating convenience only, serv- 
ing no intermediate points 


COMPLAINTS 


eeeeeeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 


No. 32348, Petroleum Products—Between 
New Jersey and Philadelphia. 

Investigation instituted by the Com- 
mission, division 2, acting as an appellate 
division, into and concerning the rates 
on petroleum or petroleum products, be- 
tween Bayonne, Jersey City and Newark, 
N.J., and Philadelphia, Pa., as contained 
in item No. 295 on page 25 of MF-I.C.C. 
No. 2 of Jones Trucking Co. 


No, 32350, Carbone Bros. & Co., Inc., New 
York City, et al. v. Erie Railroad. 

Allege charges for refrigeration services 
assessed on numerous carloads of conta- 
loupes, honeydews and other melons from 
numerous origins in Arizona and Cali- 
fornia to New York City and Jersey City, 
N.J., since June 13, 1955, in violation of 
sections 1, 2, 3 and 6. Ask cease and 
desist order and reparation of $25,000. 
(William J. Angello, Jr., 99 Hudson St., 
New York 13, N.Y.) 


REPORTS 
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Examiner Boisseree found that con- 
ditions incident to the transportation of 
those commodities within Kansas were 
no more favorable than those incident 
to interstate transportation of like tariff 
from, to, or within Kansas. 


Higher Rates Boost Revenue 


The examiner said that a determina- 
tion that increasing the rates as pro- 
posed was essential and that it was 
necessary to depend on thé informed 
and export judgment of traffic officials 
of the respondents as to the effect of 
such increases. He said that their judg- 
ment that revenues would be increased 
was supported by statistical evidence 
showing that Kansas railroads had 
transported only 39 per cent more freight 
tonnage, 1956 over 1946, but had earned 
53.8 per cent move gross freight revenues 
in the later year than in 1946, adding 
that “the 10 years indicated were years 
of recurring interstate and intrastate 
rate increases.” Traffic had been diverted 
to some degree, the examiner said, but 
increased rates “did result in greater ad- 
ditional revenues.” 


However, Examiner Boisseree said that 
the record was not persuasive that addi- 
tional revenue would be obtained in con- 
nection with increased rates on clay 
sewer pipe and drain tile, bituminous 
coal, and hay. He said that the circum- 
stances attendant on the movement of 
those commodities indicated that traffic 
losses would offset any possible revenue 
gain under increased rates. On the re- 
maining commodities, the examiner said, 
“the evidence is convincing that the in- 
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creased rates sought will result in sub- 
stantial additional revenue of not less 
than $500,000 annually.” 

Examiner Boisseree found that rates 
increased in accordance with his recom- 
mendations to the level authorized in Ex 
Parte 175 and Ex Parte 196, were just 
and reasonable and that the present in- 
trastate rates in Kansas on the com- 
modities for which he recommended in- 
creases were abnormally low and not 
contributing their fair share of the reve- 
nue required by the national transporta- 
tion policy, thus casting an undue 
burden on interstate commerce. 


Other Findings 


The examiner also found that the 
Kansas intrastate rates on livestock 
caused undue and unreasonable advan- 
tage and preference to intrastate shippers 
or receivers, particularly those located at 
Kansas City, Kan., and undue prejudice 
to interstate shippers or receivers, espe- 
cially those located at St. Joseph, Mo. 

Examiner Boisseree said that the un- 
due, unreasonable and unjust discrimina- 
tion and preference found to exist should 
be removed by applying to the designated 
intrastate traffic the respective increases 
maintained by the railroads on like inter- 
state traffic between points in Kansas 
and points in adjoining states under the 
Commission’s authorization in Ex Parte 
175 (284 I.C.C. 589, 289 I.C.C. 395) and 
Ex Parte 196 (298 I.C.C. 279). 


He also found that the present intra- 
State rates on bituminous coal, clay sewer 
pipe and drain tile, and hay, were not 
shown to cause undue or unreasonable 
advantage or undue or unjust discrimi- 
nation against interstate commerce. He 
said his findings should be without prej- 
udice to the right of the state or any 
other interested party to apply for modi- 
fication of the findings as to any individ- 
ual intrastate rate or charge affected on 
the ground that it was not related to the 
interstate rates and charges on like 
traffic in such a way as to contravene the 


provisions of the interstate commerce 
act. 


Examiner Would Deny Right 
For Columbia River Towing 


A Commission examiner has recom- 
mended denial of an application of 
Ramona Towboat Co., Inc., of Portland, 
Ore., for a revised certificate authorizing 
an extension of operations as a common 
carrier by towing vessels in the towage 
of logs and pilings, in rafts, and boom- 
sticks, between ports and points along 
the Columbia River and its tributaries 
from North Bonneville, Wash., to Rock 
Island, Wash., inclusive. 


The recommended report of Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks was issued in W-629, 
Sub. 1, Romona Towboat Co., In¢., Ex- 
tension—Rock Island. Any exceptions to 
the report must be filed within 35 days 
from January 17. 


Examiner Brooks said that although 
the opposing carriers were of the opinion 
that the operation proposed, insofar as 
it related to the upper reaches of the 
Columbia and its tributaries, would be 
impracticable, they expressed their will- 
ingness to meet the shippers’ reasonable 
transportation needs in the considered 
area. 

“The carriers,” he 


opposing said, 
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“should first be given an opportunity to 
demonstrate whether or not they can 
provide shippers with service of the type 
proposed before a new carrier is per- 
mitted to enter the territory they are 
authorized to serve .. .” 

Ramona Towboat’s application, the 
examiner said, was opposed by C. T. 
Smith & Son, Stevenson Towboat Co., 
Shaver Transportation Co., Tidewater- 
Shaver Barge Lines, and Upper Columbia 
River Towing Co 


Commercial Auto Transport 
Right Includes Right to 
Haul Buses, Examiner Says 


A certificate authorizing motor 
common carrier operation by Dealers 
Transit, Inc., of Chicago, in trans- 
porting commercial automobiles 
from Allentown, Pa., to Chicago, in- 
cludes authority to transport buses, 
according to Examiner James I. Carr. 


The examiner’s conclusion was set 
forth in a recommended report issued 
in MC-4405, Dealers Transit, Inc., In- 
terpretation of Certificate. Any excep- 
tions to the report must be filed within 
30 days from January 17. 

Dealers Transit, Inc., he said, re- 
quested an interpretation of a portion 
of its certificate, dated September 7, 
1955, authorizing the transportation of 
new trucks, new tractors, new trailers, 
new cabs, new chassis, and new com- 
mercial automobiles, in initial move- 
ments, in driveaway service, from places 
of manufacture and assembly in Allen- 
town to St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn., 
St. Louis, Mo., and points in the Chi- 
cago commercial zone. Specifically, he 
said, the carrier requested that author- 
ization for transportation of “new com- 
mercial automobiles” be construed to in- 
clude the transportation of buses. The 
examiner said the proceeding was re- 
opened by the Commission, division 1, 
for hearing solely with respect to the 
movement of buses from Allentown to 
Chicago. 

Howard Sober, Inc., having authority 
to transport buses from Allentown to 
points in 29 states and the District of 
Columbia, opposed the granting of the 
relief sought, contending that Dealers 
Transit held no authority to transport 
buses from Allentown, the examiner 
said. 

Dealers Transit, he said, was succes- 
sor-in-interest to the operating rights 
initially granted to Dealers Transport 
Co., also of Chicago, and the rights in 
question were granted to the predecessor 
under the “grandfather” clause of section 
206(a) of the interstate commerce act. 


Examiner Carr said there were two in- 
stances in which the initial certificate 
“describes service in the transportation 
of ‘automobiles’ from the same origin 
points to the same or lesser destination 
territory than that authorized for the 
transportation of ‘commercial automo- 
biles.’” In addition, he said, the evidence 
indicated generally that the predecessor 
had been engaged in the transportation 
of buses and nowhere in such certificate 
was there a specific authorization for 
buses. 

“From a study of the whole record 


and the orders and certificates,” he 
said, “it must be concluded that com- 


mercial automobiles was not intended 
to include motor vehicles produced for 
private use in the transportation of 
persons and commonly called automo- 
biles, and conversely authority to trans- 
port automobiles was not intended to 
include those vehicles included in com- 
mercial automobiles. 

“The word commercial is intended ap- 
parently to exclude all but vehicles de- 
signed for commercial or for-hire use 
and the word automobile is to restrict 
such commercial vehicles to only those 
designed for the transportation of pas- 
sengers, so that the phrase is intended 
to cover such passenger vehicles which 
are equipped for use in for-hire or 
commercial service as buses, vehicles 
specially equipped for use as taxicabs 
and the like. 

“Predecessor understood that ‘com- 
mercial automobiles’ included buses be- 
fore the issuance of the initial certifi- 
cate, and its counsel was advised by 
telegram of September 19, 1939 from 
the Director of the Bureau of Motor 
Carriers: “Phrase new commercial auto- 
mobiles used in compliance order of 
May 15, 1939 is intended to include 
transportation of new passenger buses 
and coaches”. 

“Upon consideration of all the evi- 
dence, the examiner finds that under 
the authority in its certificate to trans- 
port commercial automobiles that peti- 
tioner may engage in the transportation 
of buses.” 


Examiner Says Safeway Line 
Complies With Safety Rules 


Examiner Frank R. Saltzman, by a rec- 
ommended report in MC-C-2139, Safeway 
Truck Lines, Inc., Suspension or Revoca- 
tion of Certificates, has proposed that 
the Commission find that the respondent, 
Safeway Truck Lines, Inc., of Chicago, 
is in substantial compliance with the 
Commission’s motor carrier safety regu- 
lations. 

The examiner also recommended that 
the Commission find that the respondent 
had taken such precautions and estab- 
lished such procedures and practices as 
would assure continued compliance with 
safety regulations in the future. The 
examiner further recommended discon- 
tinuance of the proceeding. 

The examiner said that the contention 
of the Commission's Bureau of Inquiry 
and Compliance that the respondent’s 
past record of non-compliance with safe- 
ty regulations “establishes such laxity or 
non-cooperation as to amount to a find- 
ing of wilfulness as to the infractions 
here considered” was not supported by 
the evidence. 

“Nor, in the opinion of this examiner, 
do the circumstances here presented war- 
rant the issuance of a compliance order 
with the threat of revocation of operat- 
ing rights in the event compliance is 
not attained and continuously main- 
tained,” the examiner continued. “Clear- 
ly, no good purpose would be served by 
the entry of an order requiring it to 
obtain compliance, because it has already 
done so, and no good purpose would 
appear to be served by ordering con- 
tinued compliance because there is no 
reason to believe that continued com- 
pliance will not be forthcoming.” 

The examiner further said that in 
recommending discontinuance of the pro- 
ceeding, he was not in any manner con- 
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doning past violations of the safety re-\- 
lations, or past laxity by the respond nt 
to assure complete compliance therew.'h 

Of 28 safety violations with which | h¢ 
respondent was charged during a sa 
check by the Bureau of Motor Carriers 
between April 19 and July 12, 1957, ‘he 
examiner said that by eliminating du» li- 
cations, the number might be reduced 
to 15, of which 12 were considered haz- 
ardous enough to warrant ordering € 
vehicles out of service. Exceptions to the 
report, if any, must be filed with e 
Commission within 30 days of Janu 
9.» 


Meat Transport by New York 
Truck Line Requires I.C.C. 


Authority, Examiner Says 


After concluding that the proposed 
operation is not within the so-called 
agricultural commodities exemption 
of the interstate commerce act and 
that specific authority is required, 
Examiner Donald R. Sutherland, of 
the Commission, has proposed that a 
contract carrier permit to transport 
fresh meat, frozen and unfrozen, by 
truck, be granted by the I.C.C. to 
Goton Enterprises, Inc., of New Hart- 
ford, N.Y. 


By a recommended report in MC- 
116687, Goton Enterprises, Inc., Contract 
Carrier Application, the examiner pro- 
posed that the applicant be authorized 
to transport the aforementioned com- 
modities, over irregular routes, (1) from 
the plant site of Acee Meat Co., Inc., at 
or near Clark Mills, N.Y., to New York 
City and points in Connecticut, Mary- 
land, Massachusetts, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, and Rhode Island, and (2) from 
the plant site of Utica Veal Co., Inc., at 
or near Marcy, N.Y., to New York, lim- 
ited to transportation service to be per- 
formed under continuing contracts with 
Acee Meat Co., Inc., of Clark Mills, N.Y 
and Utica Veal Co., Inc., of Marcy, N.Y., 
respectively. 

Any exceptions to the examiner’s re- 
port must be filed within 30 days from 
January 17. 

The application was opposed by The 
Emery Transportation Co., Inland Ex- 
press, Inc., and St. Johnsbury Trucking 
Co., protestants, the examiner said. 


Exemption Question 


Concurrently, with the instant pro- 
ceeding, the said, the applicant Goton 
Enterprises filed a petition which was, 
in effect, a motion seeking dismissal of 
the application based on the assumption 
that the commodities to be transported, 
particularly slaughtered cattle, and fresh 
and frozen meat, fell within the exemp- 
tion from regulation provided by section 
203(b)(6) of the interstate commerce 
act. The exemption applies to motor 
vehicles used in carrying property con- 
sisting of “ordinary livestock, fish (in- 
cluding shell fish), or agricultural (in- 
cluding horticultural) commodities (not 
including manufactured products there- 
of).” 

Examiner Sutherland said the claim 
that slaughtered cattle and fresh meat 
could be transported in interstate « 
foreign commerce without specific a’ 
thority from the Commission was no! 
new. In East Texas Motor Freight Line 
Inc. v. Frozen Food Express, 62 M.C.( 
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6 he said, the Commission concluded 
anong other things, as follows: 


That the exemption of vehicles 

in carrying “ordinary livestock” did 
extend to fresh or frozen meats, the 
icts of the slaughter of such live- 
stock: (2) that the exemption of vehicles 
ysed in carrying “agricultural (including 
ticultural) commodities (not includ- 
the manufactured products thereof)” 
not embrace vehicles used in carry- 
ing ordinary livestock in view of the spe- 
cific exemption in the same section of 


vehicles used in carrying that com- 
modity, and (3) that the exemption of 
vehicles used in carrying “agricultural 
including horticultural) commodities 


not including manufactured products 
thereof)” did not in any event extend to 
vehicles used in carrying either fresh or 
en meat 

The examiner said that a district court 
held the I.C.C.’s conclusion that fresh 
and frozen meats were non-exempt com- 
modities, and that no appeal was taken 
from that holding. A similar finding was 
justified in the instant proceeding, he 


New Definition ‘Satisfied’ 

The new definition of the term “con- 
tract carrier by motor vehicle,” made 
effective by Congress on August 22, 1957, 
was “satisfied by the proposed operation 
ff applicant herein as such service is to 
be performed under a continuing contract 
with a limited number of persons for the 
furnishing of transportation designed to 
meet the distinct need of two supporting 
shippers,” the examiner said. 

“Shipments which are rejected by the 
consignee because of damage in transit 
or for any other reason,” he continued, 
“may be returned to their respective 
origins by the carrier having them in its 
possession without specific authority, pro- 
vided such service is covered by an ap- 
propriate tariff provision or schedule. 
Shipments, however, which have once 
been accepted by a consignee and which 
such consignee later desires for any rea- 
son to return (reship) to the original con- 
signor, may not be transported on return 
without authority. No need has been 
shown here for applicant’s service in the 
return movement of anything other than 
rejected shipments.” 

rhe examiner said that the applicant 
leased equipment to Acee and Utica Veal 
and that these companies controlled op- 
eration of the leased vehicles, but de- 
Sired to be relieved from the necessary 
work attached to conducting private- 
carrier operations. He said that if the 
authority sought were granted, the ap- 
Plicant would “dedicate the same ve- 
hicles to serve for these shippers, and 

vce their names on the trailers for ad- 
vertising.” 


Motor Finance Proposals 


Examiner Fabian C. Cox, by a recom- 
nded report in MC-F-6518, J and L 
ies, Inc.—Purchase—Jefferson Freight 
nes, Inc., and Lambert Transfer Co., 
has recommended that the Com- 
ssion approve, with conditions, the 
nsolidation into J and L Lines, Inc. (1) 
the operating rights of Jefferson 
eight Lines, Inc., a West Virginia cor- 
p ration, (2) of the operating rights and 
her assets of Lambert Transfer Co., 
c. and (3) of the other assets of Jef- 
rson Freight Lines, Inc., a Virginia 
C rporation, all of Winchester, Va., for 
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ownership, management and operation 
and acquisition by Earl Haines of con- 
trol of J and L Lines, Inc., through stock 
ownership of the operating rights and 
property through the consolidation. 


Examiner Hobart G. Clough, by a4 
recommended report in MC-F-6559, Mid- 
dle States Motor Freight, Inc-——Purchase 
—Owenton Motor Express, Inc., (J. K. 
Scoggan, Trustee), has proposed that 
the Commission deny an application of 
Middle Atlantic Motor Freight, Inc., of 
Cincinnati, O., and Owenton Motor Ex- 
press, Inc. (J. K. Scoggan, trustee), of 
Louisville, Ky., for authority for the pur- 
chase by the former of the operating 
rights of the latter, and of Charles L. 
Peterson, also of Cincinnati, to acquire 
concurrent control of the operating 
rights through the purchase. 


Hearing Examiner Elden J. Miller, by 
a recommended report in MC-F-6552, 
Chicago Pittsburgh Express, Inc.—Pur- 
chase—Frank S. Alley, has proposed 
that the Commission approve and au- 
thorize, with conditions, the purchase by 
Chicago Pittsburgh Express, Inc., of Chi- 
cago, of the operating rights and prop- 
erty of Frank S. Alley, of Washington, 
Pa., and acquisition by Leighton Anfin- 
son, also of Chicago, of control of the 
operating rights and property through 
the purchase. 


Leasing Pact Not Common 
Carriage, Examiner Says 


Examiner James C. Cheseldine, by a 
recommended report in MC-C-2106, Roy 
Rittenhouse and Harold Rittenhouse, Do- 
ing Business as Roy Rittenhouse—Inves- 
tigation and Revocation of Certificate, 
has proposed that the Commission dis- 
continue the proceeding on finding that 
evidence presented in the proceeding 
has not established that Roy and Harold 
Rittenhouse, doing business as Roy 
Rittenhouse, of Norristown, Pa., and the 
Pyrofax Gas Corp., of New York, in 
connection with a leasing agreement be- 
tween them, are engaged in operations 
in common carrier operations for which 
a certificate is required. 


The examiner further recommended 
that the Commission find that Ritten- 
house had not been shown to be en- 
gaged in practices in violation of the 
terms and conditions of its certificate, 
and that the investigation should be 
discontinued. 


The examiner said that an investiga- 
tion had been instituted by order of 
division 1 into the practices of Ritten- 
house in connection with motor leasing 
agreements with Pyrofax, whereby cer- 
tain common carrier operations “may 
have been performed by Rittenhouse 
under said leasing agreements or other- 
wise,” from Bridgeport, Pa., to Hillside, 
N.J.. and Delmar, Md.; from Marcus 
Hook, Pa., to Delmar, and from Phila- 
delphia to Hillside, in violation of sec- 
tion 206(a) of the act and the terms 
and conditions of its certificate. 


An exhibit, designated as “exhibit C”, 
and appended to a petition of the re- 
spondents seeking discontinuance of the 
proceeding, disclosed that under the 
agreement, Rittenhouse would furnish 
Pyrofax with drivers to operate motor 
equipment owned by the latter, the ex- 
aminer said. Rittenhouse was obligated 
to pay the drivers’ wages and related 
items, for which it would be reimbursed 
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by Pyrofax, plus a “fee” of 10 per cent 
of the total drivers’ wages, he added. 
Pyrofax would control the routing of 
vehicles and handle certain other aspects 
of the service under the agreement, the 
examiner said. 

Citing McKeown Transportation Co., 
Inc., Contract Carrier Application, 42 
M.C.C. 792, 796, the examiner said: 


“The conclusion here appears in- 
escapable that Rittenhouse, by execu- 
tion of exhibit C, does not in any way 
direct, control, or dominate the trans- 
portation service provided by Pyrofax. 
The means selected for reimbursement of 
Rittenhouse, does not appear to change 
the resulting conclusion that such trans- 
portation as is furnished by Pyrofax is 
private carriage by motor vehicle, as de- 
fined by the act. The examiner is unable 
to discern any incompatability between 
the agreement evidenced by exhibit C 
and Rittenhouse’s status or obligations as 
a common carrier. Of course the agree- 
ment will not in any manner relieve 
Rittenhouse of its responsibilities or obli- 
gations as a common carrier. Income 
received as a result of the agreement 
appears to be income from noncarrier 
operations and accordingly must be so 
identified in its financial statements.” 


Exceptions to the report, if any, must 
be filed with the Commission within 30 
days from January 22. 


Rights for Washington, D.C. 


Water Carrier Recommended 


Dixie Boat Lines, Inc., of Washington, 
D.C., should be allowed to engage in 
seasonal operations from April 15 to 
October 15 of each year in transporting 
passengers in regular service on the 
Anacostia and Potomac rivers between 
Washington, D.C., and Freestone Point 
Park, Va., a new recreational area about 
25 miles from Washington, Hearing Ex- 
aminer Alfred B. Gurley has recom- 
mended. 


By a recommended report in W-1102, 
Sub. 1, Dixie Boat Line, Inc., Common 
Carrier Application, embracing W-1102, 
Sub. 2, Dixie Boat Line, Inc., Extension 
—Cruise Service, the examiner also pro- 
posed, in connection with the embraced 
case, that the Commission authorize 
Dixie to operate as a common carrier by 
water, by self-propelled vessels, of pas- 
sengers, seasonally each year from April 
15 to October 15, both inclusive, in non- 
scheduled round-trip cruise service on a 
charter basis, out of Washington, D.C., 
on the Potomac and Anacostia rivers. 


The applicant had already performed 
some of the considered operations under 
temporary authority in 1957, and oper- 
ated two vessels, the examiner said. The 
Wilson Line Operating Co., another 
cruise company, opposed the applications, 
particularly in the embraced case, the 
examiner said. 


The examiner said that the record was 
convincing that there was a need for 
the applicant’s service in both regular 
and cruise services, and that he did not 
believe that the Wilson Line would be 
seriously affected by granting of the au- 
thority sought. 

Exceptions to the report, if any, must 
be filed with the Commission within 30 
days of January 22. 
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RAIL AND WATER REPORTS 





Superphosphate 
No. 31560, Arkansas Farmers Plant 
Food Co. v. Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 


Co. et al. By Examiner Charles E. Mor- 
gan. Modified procedure followed. On 
further hearing, recommends award of 
reparation on finding a rate of $11.50 a 
net ton, not including the Ex Parte No 
175 increase, charged on 46 shipments of 
superphosphate before March 18, 1955, 
and a rate of $12.74 charged on four ship- 
ments after that date, from East Tampa 
and Mulberry, Fla., to North Little Rock, 
Ark., applicable but unjust and unrea- 
sonable to the extent they exceeded rates 
of $10.63 from East Tampa and $10.74 
from Mulberry, plus the Ex Parte No. 
175 increase. Examiner Morgan said 
these shipments moved via Vicksburg 
Miss., during the pendency of the pro- 
ceeding and that it was the defendants’ 
position that such shipments were not 
subject to reparation because the prior 
report, 296 I.C.C. 289, in which the latter 
rates were held reasonable on past ship- 
ments, indicated that routes crossing the 
Mississippi River south of Memphis, 
Tenn., were not authorized routes to 
lower rated more distant points. Exam- 
iner Morgan said that the considered 
shipments used bill-of-lading routes 
which were not in excess of the permis- 
sible circuity, and which the carriers had 
been observing as the maximum in ap- 
plying rates on the No. 16295 scale. No 
valid reason appeared for denying to 
the complainant the same measure of 
reasonableness for the shipments made 
pendente lite as for past and future 
shipments, he added. 


Coal Cinders 


No. 32202, Hepner Brothers v. Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Co., et al. By Hearing 
Examiner R. J. Mittelbronn. Modified 
procedure followed. Discontinuance of 
proceeding recommended on finding un- 
just and unreasonable, to the extent they 
exceeded rates based on the “Buckland 
Scale” plus the 12 per cent increase au- 
thorized in Ex Parte 175 and any addi- 
tional subsequent increases, rates charged 
on carload shipments of coal cinders from 
Mt. Carmel, Shamokin, Hazleton, Levis- 
ton, and Tamaqua, Pa., to Mt. Jackson, 
Va., made in the period from February 13, 
1953, to November 1, 1954. The rates 
charged by the defendant railroads were 
352 cents from Hazleton and Tamaqua, 
and 304 cents from Mt. Carmel and Sha- 
mokin, the examiner said. The “Buckland 
Scale” rates were 304 cents from Hazle- 
ton, 328 cents from Tamaqua, and 292 
cents from Mt. Carmel and Shamokin, 
the examiner said. The defendants at- 
tempted to justify an even lower level 
of rates than in the Buckland Scale, the 
examiner said in upholding that scale 
of rates. After barring reparation on 
the considered shipments because of the 
two-year statute of limitations, the ex- 
aminer said that if any shipments had 
moved within the statutory period of 
two years prior to filing of the instant 
complaint on June 25, 1957 both parties, 
Should comply with the provisions of 
section 1.100 of the general rules of 
practice and adjust the charges on such 


shipments to the basis 
the instant proceeding. 


Feeder Cattle 


No. 32186, Jack Steinmetz and McKin- 
ley Winter Livestock Commission Co 
v. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co. et al. By Examiner Karl Stecher 
Modified procedure followed. Recom- 
mends dismissal of complaint on finding 
not shown unjust or unreasonable a rate 
of $1.18 a 100 pounds, plus a 15 per cent 
surcharge under Ex Parte No. 175, charged 
on two double deck carloads of feeder 
cattle shipped from Lewiston, Mont., Oc- 
tober 23, 1954, to Dodge City, Kan. The 
examiner said that this rate consisted of 
22 cents from Lewiston to Judith Gap, 
Mont., and 96 cents applicable from 
Judith Gap to Dodge City. He said that 
the shipper specified routing via Judith 
Gap. He added that the shipper sought 
a rate of 97% cents, which rate was not 
in effect over the route of movement via 
Judith Gap. There was no evidence to 
show that the charges actually assessea 
and collected on the shipments in ques- 
tion were unreasonable per se, the ex- 
aminer said. He added that since 
the rates charged were those via route 
of movement and no evidence had been 
submitted to show them to have been 
unjust or unreasonable or otherwise in 
violation of any provision of law, the 
complaint should be dismissed. 


determined in 


MOTOR RECOMMENDED REPORTS 


Recommended orders in these reports 
become effective at expiration of 20 days 
from date of service of reports (25 days 
if general office of a party to a proceed- 
ing, or the office of the petitioner repre- 
senting him, is located at or west of El 
Paso, Tex., Salt Lake City, Utah, or 
Helena, Mont.) unless exceptions have 
been filed within the 20-day period, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed 
by the Commission 


State in which applicant ‘or certificate 
license or permit has home Office is shown 


below in “black face” type, with name 
of town or city following. 





Strip Steel 


MC-C-1979, Amerock Corp. et al. v 
Transport Motor Express, Inc., et al. By 
Examiner L. B. Dunn. Modified proce- 
dure followed. Recommends finding as- 
sailed rates charged on five shipments 
of strip steel from New Kensington, Pa., 
to Rockford, Ill., from September 23 
through November 27, 1953, unjust and 
unreasonable. The examiner said the 
Commission should find that the assailed 
through rate of 99 cents a 100 pounds 
was unjust and unreasonable to the ex- 
tent that it exceeded 84 cents a 100 
pounds, on two shipments weighing less 
than 32,000 pounds and was unjust and 
unreasonable to the extent that it ex- 
ceeded 83 cents on three shipments 
weighing in excess of 32,000 pounds. The 
84-cent rate and 83-cent rate were ag- 
gregate of intermediate rates. Examiner 
Dunn said that the defendants had not 
rebutted the established principle that 
a through rate which exceeded the ag- 
gregate of intermediate rates via the 
same route and by the same carrier or 
carriers was prima facie unreasonable. 


Cotton Terry Towels 


MC-C-1964, Block & Kuhl Co. v. Cen- 
tral Motor Lines, Inc. et al. By Examiner 
Richard S. Ries. Modified procedure 
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followed. Recommends discontinuang 
of the proceeding on finding that as. 
sailed rate of 368 cents per 100 pow 
on cotton terry towels transporte: 
defendants during the period from No. 
vember 27, 1953, to June 22, 1954, 
Kannapolis, N.C., to Peoria, Ill., wa 
unjust and unreasonable to the exten 
that it exceeded 311 cents on shipmen 
less than 5,000 pounds, plus an arbitran 
charge, and 291 cents on shipment 
5,000 pounds or more on shipments mad: 
prior to April 7, 1954; and 320 cents o 
shipments less than 5,000 pounds, plus ap 
arbitrary charge, and 300 cents on shibp- 
ments of 5,000 pounds or more, on ship- 
ments made after April 7, 1954 Th 
rates prescribed, the examiner sai 
represented the aggregate of the defend. 
ants’ intermediate rates between the con- 
sidered points via Chicago. The de. 
fendants, Central Motor Lines and Me! 
vin Trucking Co., charged a throug! 
single-factor first-class rate and did n 
present evidence to rebut the presum; 
tion that when such a rate exceeded the 
aggregate of intermediate rates it wa 
prima facie unjust and unreasonable 
the examiner said 






























Certificates—Licenses—Permits 


Colorado (Denver)—MC-116722, Sub 
2, Denver-Climax Truck Line, Inc., Com- 
mon Carrier Application. Certificate pro- 
posed, General commodities, with excep- 
tions, but including dangerous explosives 
between Denver and Leadville, Colo., over 
a described route, and return, serving 
the intermediate points of Kokoma an 
Climax, Colo., and the intermediate an 
off-route points within five miles of 
Kokomo and Climax, restricted to 
traffic originating at or destined to the 
indicated intermediate and off-route 
points, and provided that the authorit; 
for transporting dangerous explosives be 
limited in point of time to a period ex- 
piring five years from the effective dat 
of the certificate. 

Colorado (Rocky Ford)—MC-1143% 
Sub. 31, Wright Motor Lines, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Bulk Sugar. Certificate pro- 
posed. Sugar, in bulk, (1) from Rock) 
Ford and Swink, Colo. to points in 
specified areas of Kan. and Neb., (2 
from Rocky Ford to points in a specified 
area of Missouri, (3) from Swink to points 
in specified areas in Mo. and Ark., and 
(4) from South Torrington, Wyo., t 
points in Colo. and Neb., and specified 



















areas in Ia. and Mo., over irregular 
routes. 
Colorado (Rock Ford)—MC-114364 


Sub. 27, Wright Motor Lines, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Glen Canyon. Certificate pro- 
posed. (1) Sugar, from Swink, Colo., & 
points in New Mexico and (2) petroleum 
products, in containers, from Kansas 
City, Kan., to the site of the Glen 
Canyon Dam situated north of Marble 
Canyon, Ariz., and points within five 
miles of such site, over irregular routes 
with condition. 

Connecticut (Bethel) —MC-William C 
Van De Water, dba Taylor Trucking Co 
Contract Carrier Application 
proposed. Wooden telephone, telegraph 
and power poles and crossarms for such 
poles, from Bethel, Conn., to points in 
Dutchess, Putnam, Westchester, Albany 
Columbia, Green, Orange, Rockland 
Sullivan and Ulster counties, N.Y., over 
irregular routes. 

Connecticut (New Haven)—MC-116899 
Edward J. Fountain, dba Fountain’s Ga- 
rage, Common Carrier (corrected repo! 
Certificate proposed. (1) wrecked and 
disabled trailers designed to be drawn by 
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passenger automobiles, and (2) wrecked, 
diso bled and repossessed motor vehicles, 

rregular routes, between points in 
C ecticut and points in R.I., Mass.., 
N and N.J. 

Illinois (Belleville) — MC - 104654, Sub. 

109, Commercial Transport Inc., Exten- 

New Madrid, Mo. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
petroleum and petroleum products, in- 

g liquefied petroleum gases, in bulk, 
il nk vehicles, from New Madrid, Mo., 
snd points within five miles thereof, to 

in Ark, Ill., Ky., and Tenn., within 
175 miles of New Madrid. 

Kentucky (Madisonville) — MC-35396, 
Sub. 16, Arnold Ligon, dba Arnold Ligon 
Truck Line, Extension—Points in Louisi- 
ana. Denial of certificate proposed. Com- 
modities requiring the use of special 
equipment or handling because of size 
or weight; related machinery parts, and 
related contractors’ materials and sup- 
plies when their transportation is inci- 
iental to that of the out-size commodi- 
ties, except prefabricated buildings and 
ilfield commodities, between points in 
4 specified part of Kentucky and points 
n Louisiana, over irregular routes. 


Missouri (St. Clair)—-MC-82266, Sub 


Ralph R. Howard, dba Main Line 
Hauling Co., Extension—Pea Ridge, Mo. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Heavy 


machinery and general commodities, with 
exceptions, between points in the Kansas 
City, Kan.-Mo. commercial zone and Pea 
Ridge, Mo., and return, over a specified 
route, serving the intermediate points of 
Sullivan, Mo., and off-route points with- 
in 20 miles of Pea Ridge. 

Missouri (Kansas City) — MC-11185, 
Sub. 105, J-T Transport Co., Inc., Ex- 
tension—Buffalo, N.Y. Dual operations 
approved and interim permit proposed. 
Over irregular routes, uncrated airplane 
assemblies requiring special handling be- 
cause of their delicate and fragile na- 
ture (except airplane engines), from 
Buffalo, N.Y., and Evansville, Ind., to 
Grand Prairie, Tex., limited to service 
to be performed under a continuing con- 
tract or contracts with Chance-Vought 
Aircraft, Inc., Dallas, Tex. 


Missouri (St. Louis)—-MC-106282, Sub 
6, Speedway Transports, Inc., Extension— 
Secondary Authority. Certificate pro- 
posed. Automobiles, in secondary move- 
ments, truckaway, from Kenosha, Wis., 
to points in Mo., Ill., Ky., and Ark., and 
damaged, defective or returned automo- 
biles on return, over irregular routes. 


New Mexico (Farmington) —MC-Omer 
Knudsen, Common Carrier Application. 
Certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, dairy supplies and empty milk 
and cream containers, from Farmington, 
N.M., to points in Montezuma and La 
Plata counties, N.M., which are not in- 
corporated communities. 


North Carolina (North Wilkesboro)— 
MC-116145, Sub. 1, G. G. Parsons, Ex- 
tension—Toledo, O., Area. Permit pro- 
posed. Over irregular routes, dehydrated 
or sun-cured alfalfa meal and pellets, 
rom Wood, Henry, Ottawa and Lucas 
counties, O., and Monroe and Lenawee 
counties, Mich., to points in N.C., S.C., 
Va. Ga. and Fla. and, on return 
en.pty containers, limited to service under 
contracts with Consolidated Mills, Inc., 
Biissfield, Mich.; Ralf Turnow and Vin- 
ce 1t Lumbreger, dba Toledo Alfalfa Mills, 
Tuledo, O.; Erie Alfalfa Mills, Inc., Erie, 
Mch.; Napoleon Alfalfa Mills, Inc., Na- 
poleon, O.; National Alfalfa Dehydrating 
ard Milling Co., Sinking Springs, Pa.; 
P.rrysburg Alfalfa Mills, Inc., Perrys- 





burg, O., and Rohloff Bros., Inc., Trow- 
bridge. O 

Oklahoma (Oklahoma City) — MC- 
106213, Sub. 9, Fox-Smythe Transporta- 
tion Co., Extension—El Paso. Interim 
permit proposed. Over irregular routes, 
meats, meat products, meat by-products, 
dairy products and articles distributed 
by packing houses, from Oklahoma City, 
Okla., to El Paso, Tex., and points with- 
in 25 miles thereof, in peddle service, 
limited to service to be performed under 
a continuing contract or contracts with 
the Geo. A. Hormel & Co. and Wilson 
& Co., Oklahoma City. 

Oregon (Portland)—MC-107643, Sub. 
46, St. Johns Motor Express Co., Exten- 
sion—East Pasco. Certificate proposed. 
Caustic soda, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from East Pasco, Wash., to points in 
Mont., and Utah, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Downingtown) — MC- 
110525, Sub. 344, Chemical Tank Lines, 
Inc., Extension—Willow Island, W.Va. 
Certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, di-cyandiamede (dry), in bulk, 
from ports of entry in New York on the 
U.S.-Canada border along the Niagara 
River, to Willow Island, W.Va., with 
service restricted to shipments origi- 
nating in Canada. 

Pennsylvania (Pittsburgh)—MC-19201, 
Sub. 102, Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., 
Extension—Devault, Pa. Certificate pro- 
posed, with authority for dual operations. 
General commodities, with exceptions, 
between specified Pennsylvania cities and 
highway junctions, over specified routes, 
serving specified intermediate and other 
points in specified manners, with condi- 
tions, including one that service be 
limited to that which is auxiliary to or 
supplemental of rail service of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad. 

Texas (Fort Worth)—MC-112020, Sub. 
35, Commercial Oil Transport, Extension 

Fish Solubles. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Over irregular routes, liquid 
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fish solubles, in bulk, in tank vehicles 
(1) from points in Tex., La., and Miss., 
with certain exceptions, to points in Ia., 
Mo., Kan., Neb., and Okla., and (2) from 
points in Tex., La., and Miss., to points 
in S.D., Tenn., Ky., and Ark., and in a 
described area of Wisconsin. 

Wisconsin (Racine)—MC-111472, Sub. 
49, Diamond Transportation System, Inc., 
Extension—Charles City, Ia. Interim per- 
mit proposed. Farm tractors and attach- 
ments and parts thereof when moving 
therewith, from Charles City, Ia., to 
points in Wyo., Colo., Kan., and a speci- 
fied part of Ohio, over irregular routes, 
with conditions, limited to service un- 
der continuing contract or contracts 
with the Oliver Corp., of Charles City. 

Wisconsin (Racine)—MC-111472, Sub. 
51, Diamond Transportation System, 
Inc., Extension—Cedar Falls, Ia. Interim 
permit proposed. Over irregular routes, 
forage boxes and parts thereof, from 
Cedar Falls, Ia., to points in Colo., IIL, 
Ind., Ky., Fla., Mich., Minn., Mont., N.D., 
O., Pa., N.Y., S.D., Tex., and Wis., limited 
to service to be performed under a con- 
tinuing contract or contracts with the 
Fox River Tractor Co., Appleton, Wis. 

Wisconsin (Sauk City)—MC-116982, 
Willard Fuchs and Leroy Fuchs, dba 
Fuchs Brothers, Contract Carrier. Per- 
mit proposed. (1) Building materials, 
from Mazomanie, Wis., to points in that 
portion of Illinois on and north of US. 
Highway 36, and (2) dry fertilizer, in bags 
and in bulk, from Fulton, IL, to points 
in Richland, Sauk, Dane, Green, Colum- 
bia and Dodge counties, Wis., over ir- 
regular routes, limited to service to be 
performed under continuing contracts 
with American Agricultural Chemical Co., 
of Fulton, Il., and John Wick, of Mazo- 
manie, Wis 


HEARINGS 


Taking of Testimony in Railway Express 
Rate Increase Case Nears Completion 


At Resumed Hearing in Washington, |.C.C. Examiner Hears Further 


Shipper Views in Opposition to Express Agency's Petition for 


Fifteen Per Cent Rate Boost. 


Receipt of evidence in the I.C.C.’s 
proceeding involving a proposed 15 
per cent increase in Railway Express 
Agency rates appeared to be com- 
pleted, except for some rebuttal tes- 
timony by the agency and certain 
cross-examination, at the close of 
a session held at the Commission 
in Washington, D.C., on January 22. 


Examiner John A. Russell began the 
resumed hearing on January 21 in Ex 
Parte No. 210, Increased Express Rates 
and Charges, 1957 (T.W., July 27, 1957, 
p. 23; Oct. 19, p. 82; Dec. 14, p. 70, and 
Dec. 21, p. 68.) 

The Railway Express Agency, Inc., in 
this proceeding, had petitioned the Com- 


Rebuttal Evidence to Be Heard. 


mission for authorization of a nation- 
wide increase of 15 per cent in less- 
carload and carload rates and charges, 
including classification charges, but not 
including rates and charges on ship- 
ments of milk, cream, daily newspapers, 
and human remains, or protective 
charges on carload traffic. 

Much of the testimony presented at 
the January 21 and 22 hearing had been 
circulated among parties to the pro- 
ceeding in the form of direct state- 
ments, in advance of the hearing. At 
the hearing the witnesses were cross- 
examined. 

The testimony included shipper ex- 
pressions favoring the Express Agency’s 
so-called “incentive rates” as well as 
criticism of commodity rate reductions 
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published by the agency since 
per cent increase was requested. 

Cc. J. Jump, vice-president—adminis- 
tration and finance of the Express 
Agency, was the witness January 
21. He was questioned by counsel with 
respect to an exhibit he offered showing 
the number of shipments handled under 
express billing for railroads parties to 
the standard express operations agree- 
ment and amounts paid to the agency in 
connection therewith 

Dan H. Mater, chief of the economics 
and statistics branch, program planning 
staff, transportation and public utilities 
service of the General Services Adminis- 
tration, was cross-examined regarding 
his exhibit, introduced in December. The 
exhibit embraced a study of the competi- 
tive trend in volume and price of trans- 
porting small shipments by Railway Ex- 
press and other modes of carriage. He 
said that in view of increasing competi- 
tion, it did not seem advisable from the 
point of view of the welfare of the Ex- 
press Agency to try to further revenue 
vy increasing price when “the whole rec- 
ord indicates that to do so will cause 
shipments to further decline.” 


N.LT. League Witness 


William B. Saunders, transportation 
consultant, of Washington, D.C., was 
questioned regarding exhibits he offered 
to show, among other things, an analysis 
of express traffic and the share of the 
total market accruing to the express 
company. The study included the vari- 
ability of assigned express space com- 
pared with express traffic. 


He appeared as a witness for the Na- 
tional Industrial Traffic League. The 
League’s counsel, John S. Burchmore, of 
Chicago, brought out from the witness 
that there was a “tremendous waste” 
of facilities and manpower because of 
underutilization of the “huge fixed plant” 
of the Express Agency; that the cost of 
shipments had been going up rather 
steadily for express and less-carload 
traffic, and that, under those circum- 
stances, better utilization of both of 
those facilities would produce important 
results for the economy, including better 
service to the shipper and lower cost 
to the Express Agency; and that an 
integration of L.C.L. and express traffic, 
pickup-and-delivery truck service and 
other facilities in order to fill empty 
unutilized car space was of vital im- 
portance to the public and the rail- 
roads. 


Mr. Saunders, in one exhibit, pre- 
sented an index of manufacturers’ pro- 
duction from 1929 through 1957, as com- 
pared with L.C.L. express shipments. 
He said the figures showed express 
traffic was down 45 per cent since 1939, 
the base year used in the exhibit, and that 
manufacturers’ production was up 153 
per cent at the close of the considered 
period. His figures showed, he said, that 
the R.E.A.’s share of the potential mar- 
ket in the 1920’s and early 1930’s was 
more than 100 per cent, but that the 
agency declined to a 52-per-cent share 
of the potential tonnage in the war 
year of 1943. This decline resulted more 
from a change in distribution methods 
in wartime than from competitive con- 
ditions, he said. In 1946, the first peace- 
time year, he said, the agency had 
risen to 99 per cent in its share of the 
total market, a share almost as large 
as that recorded for 1939. He said that 


the 15 


first 


later decreases in the agency's share of 
the traffic had followed increases in ex- 
press rates. It was brought out that the 
period was characterized by increased 
production but decreased express traffic. 


Car Space Utilization 


In an analysis of the use of express 
space in cars and its relation to the vol- 
ume of express traffic. Mr. Saunders 
said his figures showed that in the dec- 
ade, 1947 to 1956, the Railway Express 
Agency did not reduce its demand for 
space in direct proportion to the de- 
cline of traffic. He said, for example, 
that 18,798.8 million car-foot miles as- 
signed in 1956 would have been only 
11,990.0 million car-foot miles if the as- 
signments had been reduced in propor- 
tion to the number of shipments since 
1947. 

Mr. Burchmore brought out from the 
witness that there were no figures ob- 
tainable from which to determine what 
was being done about unused space in 
the express service. 

Mr. Saunders said that the 10-year 
period was a long enough period in which 
to permit adjustment of the space as- 


signment program to meet changes in 
traffic. 


Retail Merchandise Traffic 


J. J. Scher, of New York City, general 
traffic manager of the Lerner Shops, a 
system of 252 stores in different parts of 
the country in which ladies’ and chil- 
dren’s wearing apparel and accessories 
were sold, said that Lerner had once 
been one of the top customers of the 
Express Agency, but that that was no 
longer in that category because of in- 
creases in express rates. 

“We had the volume business to ship, 
but, because of rising costs, it was di- 
verted to other modes of transport,” he 
said. 

Mr. Scher offered an exhibit which 
showed, among other comparisons, he 
said, that, in 1946, the company’s pay- 
ments to common carriers other than 
the Express Agency for out-of-town de- 
liveries from the New York warehouse 
totaled $55,000 as compared with $882,000 
paid the R.E.A., or 94 per cent of Lern- 
er’s total shipping costs. In 1957, he 
said, the company paid $798,000 to com- 
mon carriers other than R.E.A., and 
only $362,000 to the agency, or 31 per 
cent of the store company’s total ship- 
ping costs. 


Eastern League’s Position 


On behalf of the Eastern Industrial 
Traffic League, Inc., Prank M. Ryan, of 
Dover, Del., submitted a statement of 
the league’s position. He is co-chairman 
of its express and parcel post committee. 
He also offered for the record a state- 
ment on behalf of International Latex 
Corporation, of Dover. He is the cor- 
poration’s traffic manager. 


The league opposed any increase in 
express rates and charges for reasons 
stated as follows: 


“1. All its members are located in East- 
ern Territory and already have had to 
absorb the additional 10.6 per cent in- 
crease on many of their shipments which 
was effective in that territory on July 
15, 1957. Adoption of the proposed in- 
crease would result in a 32.5 per cent 
increase in rates over those in effect on 
December 16, 1956. Considering that 
Railway Express is a premium mode of 
transportation to begin with, the impact 
of this pyramiding of rate increases can- 
not fail to have a serious adverse effect 
upon express tonnage. 
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“2. At the 
testimony, Mr 


conclusion of his d eet 
K. N. Merritt, traffic e. 
president of the respondent, refe red 
to the importance of Railway Exy es 
Agency as a transportation facility 
league feels that the agency can by 
an even more important facility of 
tional transportation if it will ben 
efforts to further improvement in ser, 
and rates such as reasonable extensior 
of incentive rates and similar measures 
instead of continued indiscriminate 
eral rate increases.” 

Assuming the agency’s need for addi- 
tional revenues, it is the position of the 
league that their efforts be directed t 
Ways and means of increasing ei 
revenue rather than by general in- 
creases. During the war years the 
press company handled more than « 
ble its present volume under less efficient 
management. Experience has shown 


that 
increased volume is the key to better 
returns, both to the agency and the 


railroads, rather than decreased volume 
which is inherent in the agency’s pro- 
posal. The agency’s justification here is 
premised on the assumption of at least 
a 5 per cent loss of traffic as put into 
the record by Mr. Merritt. 

“3. The historical justification for the 
higher level of express rates has been 
value of the service. Now, however, the 
Stage has been reached in more 
more instances where the agency 
priced itself out of the market.” 


Express and Air Freight 

The league said that, as an example 
of the aforementioned, an exhibit offered 
for the record showed a comparison of 
the present and proposed express rates 
between Philadelphia and certain key 
points and the present applicable air 
freight rates, including all pickup and 
delivery charges. 

“It will be noted,” the league contin- 
ued, “that delivery time by air freight 
is first morning delivery to all 
Railway Express, on the other hand 
requires from one to seven days for 
delivery to the same points. In some 
cases the air freight rates per 100 pounds 
are already lower than the express rates 
and the proposed increase would ag- 
gravate the situation. 


“We have shown the present and pro- 
posed express charges per 100 pounds 
and the present air freight charges per 
100 pounds, including pickup and deliv- 
ery charges. Also shown is the same 
comparison for 200 pounds which reflects 
an even greater difference in charges 
This is shown since the minimum charge 
for pickup and delivery of air freight 
is the same for 200 pounds as for 100 
pounds. Also included are commodity 
rates per 100 pounds where applicable 
and deferred air freight to Los Angeles 

“In conclusion the Eastern Industrial 
Traffic League submits that the 15 per 
cent increase proposed in Ex Parte No 
210 should be found not justified and 
contrary to the public interest.” 


International Latex Corp. 


Speaking for International Latex, Mr 
Ryan said that the company’s interest 
in the proceeding was based on the fact 
that its national distribution of various 
consumer items, including soft goods 
such as girdles, gloves, and baby pants 
and drug and toilet preparations out of 
all three of its U. S. distribution centers, 
was largely based on the use of Railway 
Express service. 

All shipments of the company up (to 
20 pounds were automatically routed 
parcel post and most shipments above 


and 


} 
las 


points. 
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evel went by Railway Express, Mr. 
aid. For the first 10 months of 
the company’s express bill was 
¢ 11, he said, and added that, as- 
continued favorable conditions 
es and services, the express bill 
reasonably be expected to exceed 
ire in 1958. He said that the com- 
ised primarily the Express Agen- 
icentive rates at all of its distribu- 
centers. Its main distribution 

; at Playtex Park in Dover. 
Ve feel that the method of operation 


at Dover in connection with dispatch of 
incentive-rate traffic results in economies 
und efficiencies to respondent which jus- 


pecial treatment of this type of 

even in a general revenue pro- 
ing,” Mr. Ryan said. 

rhe company’s utilization of incentive 

resulted on an increase in the use 

f express service from a few shipments 

week in 1955, to the level of 350 to 
400 shipments a day at present he said. 
Eighteen per cent of the Railway Ex- 
s shipments made from Dover were 
n excess of 75 pounds and these ship- 
nents, even under present conditions, 
urried higher rates by express than by 
mpetitive modes of transport, Mr. Ryan 
It was in this category he said, that 
shipments were being diverted from the 
Express Agency by the consignees or the 
ompany was being forced to absorb ex- 
ess transportation charges. 

The company believed, he said, that 
the proposed increase would result in sub- 
stantial decrease in volume of express 
traffic, thus undoing the good which in- 
entive rates had accomplished in stimu- 
lating new traffic and promoting more 
efficient utilization of Railway Express 
facilities. 


On January 22, S. S. Colker, trans- 
portation economist, of Washington, D.C., 
testified with respect to studies he made 
for International Latex Corporation re- 
garding the effect of the proposed 15 per 
ent increase 


R.E.A. Incentive Rates 


He said favorable elements and char- 
icteristics of incentive-rate traffic, based 
n volume utilization of express facilities, 
indicated a vast field of growth for rail- 
way express traffic among industries that 
were characterized by dynamic growth. 
He said it should be emphasized that the 
incentive-rate shippers were, for the 
greater part, companies in “growth” in- 
dustries. 

The record of incentive rate shippers 
in developing new traffic and their great 
potential for developing still more traf- 

marks them,” Mr. Colker said, “as a 
factor of growing importance to the re- 
spondent’s total traffic picture.” 


He said the record was clear that in- 
eased volume was a profitable avenue 
of approach for the R.E.A. inasmuch as 
added volume increased costs by far less 
than the added revenue. 


The gross margin between the added 
revenue and the added cost of the new 
volume enlarges the sums available for 
payment as express privilege. 

On the other hand, there is historical 
ev'dence pointing to the striking fact 
that increased rates lead to declining 
volume and usually the decline in vol- 
ume is sufficient to offset the increased 
e. The usual net result is that the 
total revenues accruing to the company 
are less after the increase then they were 
prior to the rate boost.” 

tharles Sturgeon, traffic manager of 


tte industrial comptroller division of 
tte Square D Co., of Milwaukee, Wis., 


manufacturer of electrical equipment, 
said the firm’s annual transportation 
charges for using express service were 
in excess of $200,000. 

“At present,” he continued, “the weight 
per shipment of shipments made by 
Railway Express range from 21 pounds 
to 55 pounds. Shipments in excess of 
that weight are made by motor carriers 
or freight forwarders. 

“If the proposed increase is made ef- 
fective, the weight per shipment via 
Railway Express will be reduced by a 
range from 21 to 41 pounds. A substan- 
tial volume of traffic will be diverted 
to motor trucks, freight forwarders and 
parcel post service. 

“Our analysis indicates that 60 per 
cent of the diversion will be to trucks, 
20 per cent to freight forwarders and 
20 per cent to parcel post. Our analysis 
further indicates that such diversion of 
traffic will reduce our transportation 
charges for use of Railway Express serv- 
ice to about $115,000 annually, thereby 
causing a revenue ‘loss of $93,000 an- 
nually. 

“It is our view that the proposed in- 
crease will be contrary both to the best 
interests of the Square D Co. and Rail- 
way Express Agency.” 

William F. Wallace, assistant manager 
of traffic of the gum and candy division 
of Beech-Nut Life Savers, Inc., of Port 
Chester, N.Y., appeared on behalf of that 
company and the National Small Ship- 
ments Traffic Conference, Inc., in op- 
position to the proposed increase. 

“We ship a large volume of our prod- 
ucts in lots of one, two and three cases 
via Railway Express,” he said. “From 5 
per cent to 10 per cent of our ship- 
ments are made via Railway Express. 
These shipments are made via express 
because of the minimum charges and 
rates are lower than those of the motor 
carriers. 

“We have made rate surveys for all 
our warehouses and have found we can 
ship as much as 100 pounds via Rail- 
way Express in three-case shipments. 

“If the increase is approved we will 
divert practically all of our second and 
third case shipments to motor carriers.” 


‘Inconsistencies’ Noted 


Andrew W. Loebl, of New York City, 
president of the National New York 
Packing & Shipping Co., Inc., said his 
company was the originator of package 
consolidation for shipments largely to 
department and specialty stores through- 
out the country. 

“My first interest in this proceeding,” 
he said, “is to point out the basic incon- 
sistencies of an application for rate 
increases in the face of widespread rate 
reductions which negative, in advance, 
any benefits therefrom. 

“The Railway Express Agency peti- 
tioned the Commission for authority 
to increase express rates and charges by 
15 per cent on July 23, 1957, and the 
Commission ordered hearings which have 
taken place in many parts of the coun- 
try. 

“Sometime previous to this the Rail- 
way Express Agency had published tar- 
iffs applying to wearing apparel, which 
definition was later broadened to what 
is generally called ‘department store 
merchandise’ from certain points of 
origin to other points in the United 
States, which resulted in reduced 
charges for volume shipments. 

“Subsequently, on March 29, effective 
May 8, 1957, the R.E.A. published I.C.C. 
Nos. 8319 and 8317 which extended sim- 
ilar so-called ‘incentive’ rates from and 
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to various other destinations. Item 30 
of I.C.C. No. 8319, ‘department store 
merchandise,’ from one pound up was 
changed from first class to second class, 
which means a reduction of 25 per cent 
in the rates and charges, and in supple- 
ment No. 1 to No. 8319, the definition 
of what I am calling ‘department store 
merchandise’ was liberalized. 

“Effective July 19, 1957, LC.C. No. 
8358, also applying to shipments of de- 
partment store merchandise was pub- 
lished. 

“It is a fair assumption to make that 
the petition for the 15 per cent increase, 
which was dated July 23, 1957, was in 
process of preparation certainly during 
the later dates I have mentioned and 
probably was in contemplation at the 
time of certain of the earlier dates I have 
mentioned. 


Reduction Effective Feb. 1 


“On December 23, 1957, after the last 
previous hearing in this proceeding, there 
was issued I.C.C. No. 8383, effective Feb- 
ruary 1, 1958, which further reduced 
rates and charges on shipments from 
New York to Washington, D.C. and from 
New York to Philadelphia, Pa. Whereas 
the 100-pound first class rate to Wash- 
ington was formerly $455, and under 
the terms of No. 8319 was reduced to 
$3.68, now, under No. 8383, on shipments 
of less than 1,000 pounds a rate to Wash- 
ington, D.C. of $2.50 is established, and 
under this same tariff a 16,000-pound 
shipment is reduced all the way to $1.20 
a hundred. 

“On December 27, 1957, effective Feb- 
ruary 1, 1958, there was published I.C.C. 
No. 8384, which established rates from 
New York practically throughout the 
United States on shipments of 10-15 and 
20,000 pounds at the rates of 57% per 
cent, 54 per cent and 50 per cent of first 
class with split deliveries to as many 
consignees and destinations as desired 
providing no one ultimate delivery 
should be less than 200 pounds and pro- 
viding further that in these supposed 
department store items there could be in- 
cluded merchandise not specifically cov- 
ered by this definition to the extent of 
10 per cent.” 

Mr. Loebl said that at an Express 
Agency reception in Washington on 
January 9, it was stated that the agency 
would consider favorably an increase in 
the percentage of extraneous merchan- 
dise covered by No. 8383. He added that 
it was fair to assume that if such ex- 
tension were applied, it would be extend- 
ed to all the other various “incentive” 
tariffs. 

He said that in view of the fact that 
the rates in the other afcrementioned 
tariff, No. 8384, were available only if 
shipments were prepaid, it was of no 
practical advantage to his company since 
his entire operation was on a collect 
basis. 


Formation of ‘Rexco’ 


Mr. Loebl asserted that recent forma- 
tion by the Express Agency of a subsid- 
iary organization known as “Rexco”, 
which would operate as a package con- 
solidator in a manner similar to the 
way his own company operated, had 
“the most serious import to my company 
and others of its kind.” He added that 
although publicity material indicated a 
prospective operation as of the moment 
only between New York, on the one 
hand, and Washington and Philadelphia, 
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on the other, there was no doubt that if 
this operation were permitted to con- 
tinue it would be expanded to other 
origins and destinations “to the detri- 
ment of consolidating companies.” 

“This means,” he said, “that the R.E.A 
can publish rates which will be tailored 
specifically to meet the requirements of 
its Own consolidating company Rexco 
and which other consolidators cannot 
reasonably meet 

He said there would be a basic incon- 
sistency in conducting a proceeding on 
the 15-per-cent rate increase without 
at the same time considering the various 
commodity reductions the agency had 
made and was in the process of making 

G.S.A,. Exhibit Criticized 

J. R. Rohrer, assistant to the vice- 
president—traffic, of the Railway Express 
Agency, submitted a statement in which 
he criticised the exhibit earlier entered 
for the record by Dr. Mater, of the Gen- 
eral Services Administration. He asserted, 
among other things, that Dr. Mater had 
presented tabular data on the growth 
of traffic handled by Class I motor car- 
riers and that the figures used were mis- 
leading because the number of such 
Class I carriers reporting to the IL.C.C 
was constantly changin 

He said that efficiency and 
service could not long be maintained by 
carriers and utilities unless they were 
accorded a rate structure that would 
provide them with sound credit and 
yield them a fair return. He added that 
if the increases sought would not yield 
more than enough for such purposes, then 
no government agency or department 
should oppose such increases “because 
ultimately the ability of the government 
itself to render efficient service and to 
insure our national security is dependent 
upon the maintenance of sound and 
efficient systems of transportation and 
other utilities.’ 





proper 


“The importance of these considera- 
tions far outweighs the importance of a 
showing of greater economy in a depart- 
ment’s expenditures for transportation,” 
Mr. Rohrer said 

Examiner Russell received for the rec- 
ord at the close of the January 22 session 
a number of late-filed exhibits pertain- 
ing to phases of the proceeding con- 
sidered at hearings held last fall 


1.C.C. CASES ASSIGNED 
FOR HEARING 


1.C.C. cases assigned for hearing or oral 


argument appear below. The assignments are 
grouped under separate headings as to rail, 
water, motor, etc. They will be published only 
once. Changes in assignments will be published 
@s announced by the 1.C.C. 
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Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in 32178, Consolidated Chemical 
Industries v. A. & W., et al., assigned Janu- 
ary 22, at Washington, D.C., canceled and 
reassigned February 5, at Washington, DC., 
before Examiner Dunn 

Hearing in 32244, Candy, Confectionery, 
Nuts—New York to Chicago, assigned Janu- 
ary 23, at Detroit, Mich., canceled 

Hearing in 32240, New Jersey and New 
York R.R. Co. v. Erie R.R. Co., et al., as- 
signed January 23, at U.S. Ct. Hse. New 
York, N.Y., transferred to January 23, at 30 





West 44th St., 

aminer Kane 
Hearing in 32240, New Jersey & New York 

R.R. Co. v. Erie R.R. Co., et al., assigned 


New York, N.Y., before Ex- 


January 23, at New York, N.Y., canceled and 
reassigned March 25, at 30 West 44th St 
New York, N.Y., before Examiner Kane 


Hearing in 32204, Deepfreeze Division Mo- 
tor Products Corp. v. Tims Motor Service, 
assigned January 16, at Chicago, Ill., can- 
celed 

Hearing in 32251, Middlewest Motor Freight 
Bureau v. Acker, A.M., et al., assigned Jan- 
uary 20, at Chicago, Ill., postponed to a 
date to be fixed 

Hearing in 32227, Vertol Aircraft Corp. v 
Continental Transportation Lines, Inc., as- 
signed January 20, at Philadelphia, Pa., can- 
celed and reassigned February 7, at Penn 
Sherwood Hotel, Philadelphia, Pa., before 
Jt. Bd. 59 

Hearing in I. & S. 6843, Butter—Owatonna 
Minn., to Chicago, Ill... and I. & S. 6859, 
Butter—Minn. Points to Chicago, Ill., as- 
signed January 22, at Chicago, Ill., canceled 
and reassigned March 10, at U.S. Custom 
Hse., Chicago, Ill., before Examiner Luttrell 

Hearing in 32134, Consolidated Edison Co 
of New York, Inc., et al. v. Central R.R 
Co. of New Jersey, et al., assigned February 
4, at US. Ct. Hse., New York, N.Y., trans- 
ferred to February 4, at 30 West 44th St 
New York, N.Y., before Examiner Hosmer 

Hearing in 32330, Columbus Coated Fabrik 
Corp. v. Wilson Freight Forwarding Co., as- 
signed January 28, at Columbus, O., can- 
celed and reassigned February 19, at New 
P.O. Bidg., Columbus, O., before Examiner 
Dahan 

Hearing in 32271, Sam Finley, Inc., et al 
v. ACL et al assigned January 30, at 
Columbus Ga., canceled and reassigned 
March 21, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Columbus, Ga 
before Examiner Dishman 

Hearing in I. & S. 6771 and Ist Sup., In- 
creased Switching Charges at Memphis 
Tenn., assigned February 3, at Memphis 
Tenn., canceled and reassigned March 24, at 
Hotel Peabody, Memphis, Tenn., before Ex- 
aminer Dishman 

Hearing in 32343, Iron or Steel—Chicago 
to Dubuque, assigned January 27, at Kansas 
City, Mo., canceled and reassigned March 
11, at New Pickwick Hotel, Kansas City, M« 
before Examiner Naftalin , 


New Assignments 


February 18—Dallas, Tex. 
Examiner Ries 
32239—-Southwestern Industrial Traffx 
League, et al. v. A. T. & S. F., et al 
February 18—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Morgan 
31973—-Walled Lake Door Co. v 
et al 
February 19—Columbus, O 
Examiner Dahan 
32330, Sub. 1—Columbus Coated Fabri 


Baker Hote! 


A. Cc. L 
New P.O. Bids 


Corp. v. Eastern Motor Dispatch, Inc 
February 20—San Antonio, Tex.—Hilton 
Hotel—Examiner Crowley 
Finance 19431—Central Freight Lines, Inx 
Notes 
February 20 — Washington, D.C. Examiner 
Kassell 


32340—Application of National Armored 
Car Association, Inc. for relief from 
provisions of Section 218(a) of the In- 
terstate Commerce Act, as amended Au- 
gust 13. 1957, etc 

February 20—WaShington, D.C.—Oral Argu- 
ment before Division 4 

Finance 19677 and 19678—TIllinois Centra) 

R.R. Co., et al. Merger, Etc 
February 25—Washington, D.C.—Oral Argu 
ment before Division 4 

Finance 19561—Minneapolis, St. Paul & 
Sault Ste. Marie R.R. Co., et al. Acquisi- 
tion, Etc 

February 26—Washington, D.C.—Oral Argu- 
ment before the Commission: 

Finance 19159—Central of Georgia Ry. Co 
Control (Petitions of certain interveners 
for reconsideration, reargument. etc.) 

31977—Investigation of Control—Central of 
Georgia Ry. Co 

February 26 — Washington, D.C. — Examiner 
Card 
Finance 19916—Smith’s Transfer Corp. of 
Staunton, Va.—Notes 
March 3—Baton Rouge, La. 
Examiner Ries 
32148—Loulsiana Intrastate Freight Rates 
and Charges 


March 5—Washington, D.C.—Oral Argument 
before Division 4: 
Finance 19760—Missouri-Kansas-Texas R.R 
Co. Securities Modification 


June 3—Washington, D.C.—Examiner Ben- 
nett: 


State Comm 


I. & 8S. 6852—Cigarettes & Tobacco—Va 
& N.C. to WTL Territory. 


I. & S. 6867—Tobacco—From Ky., N. C. & 
Va. 


TRAFFIC VW 





MOTOR 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in MC-55811, Sub. 36, Craig 7 
ing, Inc Albany, Ind., common carrik 
plication, assigned January 20, at Cl 
Ill., canceled 

Hearing in MC-88685, Sub. 14, L. E. \ 
lock Truck Service, Inc., Stafford, Kan 
mon carrier application, assigned Jar 
20, at Salt Lake City, Utah, canceled 

Hearing in I. & S. M-9781, Edible N 
N.J. and N.Y. to Chicago, assigned Ja 
23, at Detroit, Mich., canceled 

Hearing in MC-109435, Sub. 6, Ell 
Bros. Truck Line, Inc., Stroud, Okla 
mon carrier application, assigned Ja: 
27, at Oklahoma City, Okla., canceled 
reassigned January 29, at Fed. Bidg., ‘ 
homa City, Okla., before Examiner B: 

Hearing in MC-117052, Alvie L. Jowers 
ton Rouge, La., common carrier applica } 
assigned January 29, at Jung hotel, New r 
leans, La., transferred to January 29, at Ma 


sonic Temple Bildg., New Orleans, La., before 
Examiner Jackson 

Hearing in MC-116205, Sub. 1, Bob Jenkins 
Truck Line, Charles City, Ia., commor r- 
rier application, assigned January 31, at Des 


Moines, Ia., canceled 
Hearing in I. & S. M-10351, Agricultura 


Implements in Northwestern States, assigned 

March 11, at Chicago, Ill., canceled 
Hearing in MC-103051, Sub. 37, Walker 

Hauling Co Inc., Atlanta, Ga com 


carrier application, assigned January 1 at 
Atlanta, Ga canceled 


Hearing in’ MC-114340, Sub. 12, 


Suburban 
Transit Co Sliver Spring Md con 
carrier application, assigned January 
Washington, D.C., canceled 


Hearing in MC-117016, Lobnitz Implen 
Co Renville Minn common carrier 
plication, assigned January 21, at Minn 
olis, Minn., canceled 

Hearing in MC-50307, Sub. 20, Inter 
Dress Carriers, Inc., New York, N.Y., « . 
mon carrier application, assigned January 
21, at New York, N.Y., canceled and - 
signed March 5, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Charleston 
S.C., before Examiner Joyner 

Hearing in MC-111876, Sub. 3, Jerry §& 
Quick, Napanoch, N.Y., common carrier aj 
plication, assigned January 21, at New York 
N.Y canceled and reassigned February 
at 346 Broadway, New York, N.Y bef 
Examiner Sutherland 

Hearing in MC-103378, Sub. 95, Petrole 
Carrier Corp., Jacksonville, Fla common 
carrier application, assigned January 27 
Jacksonville, Fla., canceled 

Hearing in MC-96355, Sub. 3, Britt Truck- 
ing Co., Lamesa, Tex., common carrier 
plication, assigned February 7, at Dalla 
Tex., canceled 

Hearing in MC-12670, Capri Travel Agen 
Johnson City, N.Y., broker application 
signed January 20, at New York, N.Y., can 
celed and reassigned February 7, at 346 
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Exam- 
iner Sutherland 

Hearing in MC-13062, Sub. 7, Sutton Trans- 


fer, Inc., Lebanon, Ky., common carrier 
application, assigned January 22, at Frank- 
fort, Ky., canceled and reassigned Februar) 


5. at State Off. Bidg., 
Jt. Bd. 105 

Hearing in MC-29736, Sub. 6, Johnson 
Trucking Co., Pinedale, Wyo., common car- 
rier, application, assigned January 24, at 
Salt Lake City, Utah, canceled 

Hearing in MC-30900, Sub. 10, Filkins 
Transportation Co., Inc., Pittsfield, Mass 
common carrier application, assigned Jan- 
uary 27, at Boston, Mass., canceled and re- 
assigned March 4, at New P. O. & Ct. Hse 
Bidg., Boston, Mass., before Examiner Han- 
back 

Hearing in MC-110193, Sub. 32, Safeway 
Truck Lines, Inc., Chicago, Ill., common 
carrier application, assigned January 29, at 
Boston, Mass., canceled and reassigned 
March 3, at New P. O. & Ct. Hse. Bid 
Boston, Mass., before Examiner Hanback 

Hearing in MC-116919, J. M. Harris, San 
Augustine, Tex., common carrier applicatio! 
assigned January 31, at Houston, Tex., can- 
celed 


Hearing in MC-116062, Sub. 10, California 
Express, Inc., Fort Worth, Tex common 
carrier application, assigned January 23, at 
Phoenix, Ariz., canceled 


Hearing in MC-117045, Walter Gagne V 
toriaville, Quebec, Canada, contract carrier 
application, assigned January 24, at Mont- 
pelier, Vt., canceled. 


Hearings in MC-3647, Subs. 226, 227, 228 
Public Service Coordinated Transport, Map 
wood, N.J., common carrier applicatio 
MC-58915, Subs. 34, 35, and 36, Linc 
Transit Co., Inc., East Paterson, N.J., com- 
mon carrier applications, and MC-106293, 
Sub. 1, Five Mile Beach Electric Ry. Co. 
North Wildwood, N.J., common carrier ap- 
plication, assigned January 27, at Atlantic 


Frankfort, Ky., before 
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N.J., canceled and reassigned March 


Penn Atlantic Hotel, Atlantic City, 
N before Examiner Schutrumpf. 

ring in MC-41635, Sub. 34, Dealers 

port Co., Memphis, Tenn., common 


application, assigned January 28, at 
Tenn., canceled 
uring in MC-117052, Alvie L. Jowers, 
Rouge, La., common carrier applica- 
assigned January 29, at New Orleans, 
I anceled and reassigned January 31, at 
Masonic Temple Bldg., New Orleans, La., 
before Examiner Jackson 
ring in MC-C-1984, Iron or Steel Arti- 
Middlewest Territory 1957, MC-C-1887, 
Ir and Steel Articles from Chicago to 
Sioux City, IL. & S. M-8118, Iron or Steel 
AY es—W.T.L. Territory, Il. & S. M-8142, 
I & Steel—Kansas City, Mo. to Colo., 
1. & S. M-8307, Iron and Steel—Kansas City, 
Mo. to Kan., I. & 8S. M-9875, Iron or Steel 
Colo. to Neb. and I. & S. M-10393, Iron or 
Stet Chicago to Dubuque, assigned Jan- 
27, at Kansas City, Mo., canceled and 
reassigned March 11, at New Pickwick Hotel, 
Kansas City, Mo., before Examiner Naftalin 
Hearing in MC-C-2148, Hoover Motor Ex- 
Co., Inc., et al. v. Eck Miller Transfer 
assigned January 29, at Nashville, 


* is 
{ nis, 


C et al 


Tenn canceled 
Hearing in MC-107515, Sub. 260, Refrig- 
erated Transport Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga., 
carrier application, assigned Jan- 
iar 1, at New Orleans, La., canceled 


New Assignments 


February 3—San Francisco, Calif.—Old Mint 
Bldg. —Examiner Linn 
MC-8681, Subs. 62 and 63—Western Auto 
Transports, Inc., Denver, Colo., common 
carrier applications 


February 5—Raleigh, N.C.—State Library 
Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 7 
MC-C-2157—Hagan Truck Line v. Moss 
Trucking Co., Inc 
February 11—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 


Luttrell 
I. & 8S. M-10463—Refrigerating Machinery 


Mich. to Galesburg, Il. 
February 12—Buffalo, N.Y.—Hotel Buffalo— 
Examiner Zurlo: 
MC-112908, Sub. 2—Kingsway Transports 
Limited, Montreal, Quebec, Canada 


common carrier application. 


February 17—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Riegel 
MC-66900, Sub. 19—Houff Transfer, Inc., 


Weyers Cave, Va 
February 17—Washington, 
Clifford 
MC-F-6614—New 
Co.—Purchase 
Co 
February 
Angle 
MC-4963, Sub. 10—Jones Motor Co., Inc., 

Spring City, Pa 
February 18—Washington, 
Sutherland 


D.C.—Examiner 


York Central Transport 
New York Central R.R 


18—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 


D.C.—Examiner 


MC-C-2133—Coastal Tank Lines, Inc. v 
Pioneer Trucking Corp 
MC-C-2133, Sub. 1—P. B. Mutrie Motor 


Transportation, Inc 

MC-C-2133, Sub. 2 
v. Same 

MC-C-2133, Sub. 3 
al. v. Same. 

MC-C-2133, Sub. 4—T. I. 
Trucking Co., Inc. v. Same 

February 20—Buffalo, N.Y.—Hotel 
Examiner Hanback: 

eo Truck Brokers Service, Buffalo, 

NY 
February 21—Buffalo, N.Y.—Hotel Buffalo— 
Examiner Hanback: 

MC-39414, Sub. 9—Tyler Truck Lines, Inc., 
Oakfield, N.Y., contract carrier applica- 
tion 

MC-56082, Sub. 22—Davis & Randall, Inc., 
Fredonia, N.Y., common carrier applica- 


v. Same 
E. Brooke Matilack, Inc 


Adley Express Co., et 
McCormack 


Buffalo— 


tion 

February 21—Newark, N.J.—State Off. Bldg. 
Jt. Bd. 3: 

MC-668, Sub. 61—Inter-City Transporta- 


tion Co., Inc., Paterson, 
carrier application. 

February 21—Washington, 
Roberts: 

MC-102616, Sub 641—Coastal Tank Lines, 
Inc., York, Pa. 

February 24—Buffalo, N.Y.—Hotel Buffalo— 
Examiner Hanback: 

MC-117035—Jordan’s International Honey- 
moon Tours, Niagara Falls, N.Y., com- 
mon carrier application. 

MC-117075—Alaric B. Carr, Morris Run, 
Pa., common carrier application. 

february 24—Denver, Colo.—New Customs 
Hse.—Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-8681, Sub. 61—Western Auto Trans- 
ports, Inc., Denver, Colo., common car- 
rier application. 

bruary 24—Newark, N.J.—State Off. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 119: 

MC-109312, Sub. 25—De Camp Bus Lines, 


N.J., common 


D.C.—Examiner 









Clifton, 
tion. 
February 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Penn Sher- 

wood hotel—Examiner Carr: 
MC-116969, Sub. 1—Domingo Martinez and 


N.J., common carrier applica- 


Esther Martinez, Philadelphia, Pa., com- 
mon carrier application. 
February 24—Pierre, S.D.—State Comm.— 
Jt. Bd. 303 
MC-83217, Sub. 7—Dakota Express, Inc., 


Sioux Falls, 8.D., common carrier appli- 


cation 
February 24—Pierre, S.D.—State Comm.— 
Jt. Bd. 26: 


MC-103435, Sub. 78—Buckingham Trans- 
portation, Inc., Rapid City, 8.D., com- 
mon carrier application. 

February 24—Washington, 
Cox: 

MC-F-6760—Claude S. Cyphers—Purchase 
Richard 8S. Ziegenfus. 


D.C,—Examiner 


February 25—Buffalo, N.Y.—Hotel Buffalo— 
Examiner Hanback: 
MC-116806, Sub. 1—Hutton Transport 


Limited, Lakeside, Ontario, Canada, com- 
mon carrier application 
February 25—Chicago, I1l.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
Jt. Bd. 149 
MC-68909, Subs. 52, 53 and 54—Decatur 
Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill., common car- 
rier applications. 
February 25—Philadelphia, Pa. 
wood hotel—Examiner Carr 
MC-35628, Sub. 212—-Interstate 
Freight System, Grand Rapids, 
common carrier application 
MC-74721, Sub. 60—Motor Cargo, Inc., Ak- 
ron, O., common carrier application 
MC-106943, Sub. 62—Eastern Express, Inc., 
Terre Haute, Ind., common carrier ap- 
plication 
February 25—Pierre, 
Examiner Hinely: 


Penn Sher- 


Motor 
Mich., 


S.D.—State Comm.— 


MC-116827—J. P. Ogan, Blunt, S.D., con- 
tract carrier application. 

February 25—Pierre, S.D.—State Comm. 
Jt. Bd. 147: 


MC-116998—Oliver L. Gerald, Lake Preston, 

S.D., contract carrier application 
February 25—Santa Fe, N.M.—State Comm 
Jt. Bd. 210: 

MC-111401, Sub. 86—Groendyke Transport, 
Inc., Enid, Okla., common carrier appli- 
cation 

February 
Messer: 

MC-107513, Sub. 3—George M. Reed, Lan- 
caster County, Pa., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


25—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 


MC-117095 — Mervin Weaver, Lancaster 
County, Pa., common carrier application. 
MC-117096—Erbie W. Sauder, Lancaster 


County, Pa., common carrier application. 

MC-117097—C. M. Weaver, New Holland, 
Pa., common carrier application. 

February 25—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Driscoll: 

MC-111002, Sub. 12—T. M. Miles Oil Co., 

Milton, Pa., contract carrier application 
February 26—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Jt. Bd. 17: 

MC-117039—Rodi Auto Towing Co., Chica- 
go, Ill., common carrier application. 
February 26—Chicago, U11.—U.S. Custom Hse. 

—Jt. Bd. 13: 

MC-117046—Goehring’s Garage & Towing 
Service, Richmond, Ill., contract carrier 
application. 

MC-117047—Rite Way Garage & Towing 
Service, Des Plains, Ill., contract carrier 
application. 

February 26—Denver, Colo.New Customs 
Hse.—Examiner Saltzman: 

MC-9787, Sub. 18—Stanton Transportation 
Co., Craig, Colo., common carrier appli- 
cation. 

February 26—Denver, 
Hse.—Jt. Bd. 213: 

MC-116722, Sub. 4—Denver-Climax Truck 
Line, Inc., Denver, Colo., common carrier 
application. 

February 26—Washington, 
Waters: 

MC-106223, Sub. 42—Greenleaf Motor Ex- 
press, Ashtabula, O., common carrier ap- 
plication 

February 26—Washington, 
Smith: 

MC-115913, Sub. 2—Paar Trucking Co., Mt. 

Jewett, Pa., common carrier application. 
February 26—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Card: 

MC-F-6665—Smith’s Transfer Corp. of 
Staunton, Va.—Control—H. T. Smith Ex- 
press Co. 

February 27—Albany, N.Y.—Fed. Bldg.—Ex- 
aminer Hanback: 

MC-115606—North Creek Trucking, Inc., 
North Creek, N.Y., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

February 27—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
Jt. Bd. 111: 

MC-40978, Sub. 5—Chair City Motor Ex- 
press Co., Sheboygan, Wis., common car- 
rier application. 

February 27—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Jt. Bd. 17: 
MC-103880, Sub. 180—Producers Transport, 


Colo.—New 


Customs 


D.C,—Examiner 


D.C.—Examiner 


ICC News 


Inc., New Buffalo, Mich., common car- 
rier application. 

February 27—Chicago, l1l.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Jt. Bd. 53 

MC-109947, Sub. 21—Warsaw Trucking Co., 
Inc., Warsaw, Ind., contract carrier ap- 
plication 

February 27—Houston, Tex.—Fed. Off. Bldg. 
—Examiner Ries: 

I. & S. M-10513—Export Blacks—N.M. & 
Tex. to Houston, Tex. 

February 27—Madison, Wis.—State Comm.— 
Examiner Hinely: 

MC-113843, Sub. 18—Refrigerated Food Ex- 
press, Inc., Boston, Mass., common car- 
rier application. 

February 27—Philadelphia, Pa.—Penn Sher- 
wood hotel—Examiner Carr: 

MC-99023—Northern Tier Express, 
Williamsport, Pa. 

MC-115994, Sub. 2—John P. Fiderak and 
Steve J. Piderak, Tamaqua, Pa., common 
carrier application. 

February 27—Washington, 
Russell : 

MC-76065, Sub. 10 — Ehrlich-Newmark 
Trucking Co., Inc., New York, N.Y., com- 
mon carrier application. 


Inc., 


D.C.—Examiner 


February 27—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Jackson: 
MC-113380, Sub. 20—Lester C. Newton 


Trucking Co., Bridgeville, Del., common 
carrier application. 
February 28—Albany, N.Y.—Fed. Bldg.—Ex- 
aminer Hanback: 
MC-117004—Delphis 
P.Q. Canada, 


Desrochtes, Montreal, 
common carrier applica- 


tion. 
February 28—Chicago, 11.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Jt. Bd. 149: 


MC-55873, Sub. 25—Great American Trans- 
port, Inc., Detroit, Mich., common car- 
rier application. 

February 28—Chicago, Ill—U.S. Custom Hse. 


—Jt. Bd. 13: 

MC-108586, Sub. 43—Steffke Freight Co., 
Wausau, Wis., common carrier applica- 
tion 

February 28—Denver, Colo—New Customs 
Hse.—Jt. Bd. 280: 


MC-9895, Sub. 96—R. B. “Dick’’ Wilson, 
Inc., Denver, Colo., common carrier ap- 
plication. ; 

February 28—Madison, Wis.—State Comm.— 
Jt. Bd. 96: 

MC-72285, Sub. 9—Motor Transport Co., 
Milwaukee, Wis., common carrier appli- 
cation. 

February 28—New York, N.Y.—346 Broadway 
—Examiner Carr: 

MC-107583, Sub. 8—Atlantic City Trips, 
New York, N.Y. 

March 3—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse.— 
Jt. Bd. 73: 

MC-17226, Sub, 13—Fruit Belt Motor Serv- 
ice, Inc., Chicago, Ill., contract carrier 
application. 

MC-50069, Sub. 191—Refiners Transport & 
Terminal Corp., Detroit, Mich., common 
carrier application. 

— aren Wis.—State Comm.—Jt. 

MC-51146, Sub. 5—Schneider Transport & 
Storage, Inc., Green Bay, Wis., common 
carrier application. 

March 3—Madison, Wis.—State Comm.—Jt. 
Bd. 13: 

MC-117041—Michel Bros. Garage & Towing 
Service, Franksville, Wis., contract car- 
rier application. 

March 3—New York, N.Y.—346 Broadway— 
Examiner Carr: 

MC-47786, Sub. 5—Raritan Valley Bus 

Service, Metuchen, N.J., common carrier 


application. 
March 3—Santa Fe, N.M.—State Comm.—ZJt. 
Bd. 87: 


MC-35320, Sub. 48—T.I.M.E. Inc., Lubbock, 
Tex., common carrier application. 

MC-105265, Sub. 38—Denver-Amarillo Red 
Ball Motor Freight, Inc., Dallas, Tex., 
common carrier application. 

March 4—Chicago, Ill—U.S. Custom Hse.— 
Jt. Bd. 149: 

MC-35628, Sub. 211—Interstate Motor 
Freight System, Grand Rapids, Mich., 
common carrier application. 

March 4—Chicago, [ll.—U.S. Custom Hse.— 
Jt. Bd. 21: 

MC-60393, Sub. 14—Central Transfer Co., 
Peoria, Ill.. common carrier application. 

MC-101458, Sub. 21—National Cartage Co., 
Chicago, Il., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

March 4—Chicago, Ill—U.S. Custom Hse.— 
Examiner Hinely: 

MC-110988, Sub. 46—Kampo Transit, Inc., 
Neenah, Wis., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

March 4—New York, N.Y.—346 Broadway— 
Examiner Carr: 

MC-115959, Sub. 

York, N.Y. 


1—Leon Libman, New 
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March 4—Santa Fe, Comm.—Jt 
Bd. 129 
MC-35320, Sub. 51—T.I.M.E., Inc., Lubbock, 
Tex., common carrier application 
March 5—Boston, Mass.—New P.O. & Ct. Hse 
Bldg.—Examiner Hanback 
MC-117087—Norris Kitson 


N.M.—State 


Charlottetown, 


Prince Edward Island, Canada, common 
carrier application 
March 5—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse.— 


Examiner Hinely 


MC-64932, Sub. 234—Rogers Cartage Co., 
Chicago, Ill common carrier applica- 
tion 

March 5—Chicago, lll.—U.S. Custom Hse.— 
Jt. Bd. 73 

MC-105269, Sub. 22—Graff Trucking Co., 
Inc., Kalamazoo, Mich., common carrier 
application 


March 5—New York, N.Y 
Examiner Carr 


346 Broadway— 


MC-34778, Sub. 4—Cochran Terminal and 
Transportation Co., Hoboken, N.J., com- 


mon carrier application 
MC-63290, Sub. 7—Mattox Chemical Trans- 
port, Newark, N.J.. common carrier ap- 
plication 
March 5—Santa Fe, N.M. 
Examiner Saltzman 


State Comm 


MC-76032, Sub. 114—Navajo Freight Lines, 
Inc.. Denver, Colo., common carrier ap- 
plication 

March 6—Chicago, Ill—U.S. Custom Hse.— 
Jt. Bd. 149 

MC-200, Sub. 194—Riss & Co., Inc., Kan- 
sas City, Mo., common carrier applica- 
tion 

MC-2202, Sub. 162—Roadway Express, Inc 
Akron, O., common carrier application 

MC-10872, Sub. 24—Be-Mac Transport, Co 
Inc., St. Louis, Mo., common carrier ap- 
plication 

MC-35628, Sub. 209 Interstate Motor 
Freight System, Grand Rapids, Mich., 
common carrier application 


MC-55873, Sub. 26—Great American Trans- 


port, Inc., Detroit, Mich., common car- 
rier application 
MC-73262, Sub. 10—Merchants Freight Sys- 


tem, Inc Terre Haute 


carrier application 


Ind., common 


MC-68909, Sub. 55—Decatur Cartage Co 
Chicago, Ill.. common carrier applica- 
tion 


MC-69116, Subs. 40 and 42—Spector Freight 
System, Inc., Chicago, Ill., common car- 
rier applications 


March 6—Chicago, Ill—U.S. Custom Hse.— 
Jt. Bd. 149 
MC-70451, Sub. 197—-Watson Bros. Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., Omaha, Neb., com- 
mon carrier application 
MC-107757, Sub. 14—M. C. Slater, Inc., St 
Louis, Mo., common carrier application 


MC-112713, Sub. 72—Yellow Transit Freight 


Lines, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., common 
carrier application 
March 6—Chicago, Ill.—US. Custom Hse.— 


Examiner Hinely 
MC-8681, Sub. 60—Western Auto Trans- 
ports, Inc., Denver, Colo., common car- 
rier application 
March 6—New York, N.Y.—346 Broadway— 
Examiner Carr 


MC-52458, Sub. 143—T. I McCormack 
Trucking Co Inc Woodbridge, NJ 


common carrier application 
March 6—Santa Fe, N.M.—State Comm.— 
Examiner Saltzman: 
MC-108461, Sub. 63—-Whitfield Transporta- 
tion, Inc., Las Cruces, N.M., common 
carrier application 


March 7—New York, N.Y.—346 Broadway— 
Examiner Carr 
MC-109425, Sub. 10—Levitan Interstate 
Transport, Inc., Perth Amboy, N.J., com- 
mon carrier application 


MC-117084—Capitol Motor Freight Co., Inc., 


West New York, NJ., common carrier 
application 

March 7—Norfolk, Va.—P.O. & U.S. Ct. Rms. 
—Jt. Bd. 226 


MC-117059—Teagle Transportation, Hamp- 


ton, Va., contract carrier application 
March 7—Portland, Me.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 
114: 
MC-3252, Sub. 18—Merrili Transport Co., 
Portiand, Me., common carrier applica- 
tion 


March 10—Chicago, Ill. 
Examiner Hinely: 
MC-106398, Sub. 94—National 


U.S. Custom Hse.— 


Trailer Con- 


voy, Inc., Tulsa, Okla., common carrier 
application 

MC-116906, Sub. 1—Top’s Service Station, 
Chicago, Ill., common carrier applica- 
tion 

March 10—Jefferson City, Mo.—State Comm. 

—Jt. Bd. 135 

MC-116954—James W. Montague, Edina, 
Mo., contract carrier application. 


MC-117081—Charles E. Elsberry, Madison, 
Mo., common carrier application. 

March 10—Montpelier, Vt. Washington 
County Ct. Hse.—Examiner Hanback: 
MC-113396, Sub. 5—Nadeau Transports, 
Ltd., Danville, Quebec, Canada, common 

or contract carrier application. 








March 10—New York, 
Examiner Carr 
MC-34134, Sub. 2—Harry J. Henson, Wa- 
verly, N.Y., common carrier application 
MC-115188, Sub. 2—Rocky J. Vitale, Ca- 
dosia, N.Y., common carrier application 
March 10—Santa Fe, N.M.—State Comm 
Jt. Bd. 87 


N.Y.—346 Broadway 


MC-56887, Sub. 5—Jess Edwards, Inc., Cor- 
pus Christi, Tex., common carrier appli- 
cation 

March 11—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse 
Examiner Hinely 

MC-110505, Sub. 35—Ringle Truck Lines 
Inc., Fowler, Ind., common carrier appli- 
cation 

March 1l1—Jefferson City, Mo.—State Comm 
—Jt. Bd. 135 

MC-116989—Amel E. Tropf, Advance, Mo 
common carrier application 

MC-117031, Sub. 1—Brown Yancey, New 


Bloomfield, Mo., 
cation 
March 1li—New York, N.Y. 
Examiner Carr 
MC-110698, Sub. 90—Mililler Motor Line of 
North Carolina, Inc., J. Archie Cannon 
Jr., Successor Trustee, Greensboro, N.C 
common carrier application 
March 12—Boston, Mass.—New P.O. & Ct 
Hse. Bldg.—Examiner Hanback 
MC-C-2164—Chicago Dressed Beef Co 
v. M & M Transportation Co 
March 12—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse 
Examiner Hinely 
MC-66539, Sub. 11I—I.L. & C. Co., 
Ill., contract carrier application 
MC-103880, Sub. 182—Producers Transport 


common carrier appli- 


346 Broadway— 


, In 


Chicago, 


Inc.. New Buffalo, Mich., common car- 
rier application 
March 12—Jefferson City, Mo.—State Comm 


Jt. Bd. 36 
MC-82266, Sub. 8—Main Line Hauling Co., 


St lair, Mo., common carrier applica- 
tion 

March 12—Jefferson City, Mo.—State Comm 
—Jt. Bd. 135 


MC-117074—Carondelet 


Transfer Co., St 
Louis, Mo., contract 


carrier application 





March 
Jt. Bd 


Inc., 
plication 


March 13-—Chicago, Ill. 






2—Santa Fe, 
125 
MC-76032, Sub. 





N.M. 


common 


U.S. Cus 


Examiner Hinely 


MC-41404, 
Lines Cor 
rier appli 


March 13—Jefferson City, Mo. 


Jt. Bd 


Sub. 


p., Martin, Tenn 


cation 


302 


MC-66886, Sub. 7 


Inc., 
applicatio 


March 13—Providence, R.I. 


Jt. Bd 
MC-79476, 
Service, I 


Sub. 


Kansas City, 


n 
134 


nc., 


15— Youngs 
Taunton, 


14—Argo 


co 
St 


Belger 
Mo., 


Carta 
comn 


Main 


Mc 
Mass 


carrier application 


March 13—Providence, R.I. 


Main 


Examiner Hanback 


MC-117050 
dence, 
March 
Jt. Bd. 87 
MC-76032, 
Inc 
plication 
March 


R.1., 


Sub 
Denver, 


Bill 


14—Hartford, 
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Colo., 


Mullins 
N.M., 


State 


Navajo Fre 
common 


Conn US 


Examiner Hanback 


MC-5631, 


Sub. 4—MacClain 


Glastonbury, Cc 


plication 


mn., common 


March 14—Santa Fe, N.M 
Jt. Bd. 33 
MC-93884, Sub. 1—B & C Tan 
Midland, Tex., common carrie 
tion 


March 17—Chicago, l1.—U.5S 


Examiner Hinely 


MC-83539, S 
Co Inc 


ub. 31—C 


Dalla 


application 


March 
Jt. Bd. 87 


1j—Santa Fe, 


MC-2229, Sub. 87 


Inc 
plication 


Dallas 


Te 


& H Trar 
Ss, Tex 
N.M.—State 


Red Ball 


x com 


Mots 


mon ¢ 


Civil Aeronautics 
Board News 


C.A.B. Starts Investigation 
Of States-Alaska Service 
With View to Subsidy Cut 


An investigation into the states- 
Alaska route structure with a view 
to possible mergers and consolida- 
tions of routes to the territory has 
been instituted by the Civil Aeronau- 
tics Board. 


In order instituting the investigation, 
docketed as No. 9217, States-Alaska Air 
Services, the board said it would de- 
termine whether it was for public con- 
venience and necessity and in the pub- 
lic interest to: 

@ Reduce the number of certificated 
air carriers authorized to operate be- 
tween points in the United States and 
points in Alaska by means of merger, 
consolidation, acquisition of control, 
route transfer or by any other lawful 
means. 


@ Integrate the present separately 
certificated overseas routes of the states- 
Alaska carriers, or any combinations of 
such routes, into a unified route system 
or systems to provide transportation 
over one or more routes including both 
Fairbanks and Anchorage and points in 
the United States, and between An- 
chorage and Fairbanks. 

@ Suspend the overseas routes between 
the U.S. and Alaska of one or more of 


Alaska Airlines, 
Inc 


Airlines, 


Inc.; 
.. Northwest Airlines, 


Pacific 
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r Freight 
arrier arf 


Northern 
Inc 


and Pan American Airways, Inc., and/or 


amend the certificates 


more 


them to 


of those four so as 
operate between 


of an 
to 


this 


y one or 
authorize 
country 


and both Fairbanks and Anchorage and 
between those two cities 


Agreement by President 
The C.A.B. said that in an earlier pro- 


ceeding 
Case), 


(No. 5756, et al, 
it had expressed concern regard- 


Stat 


es- Alaska 


ing subsidy requirements of the carriers 
and had said that one way 
subsidy support was a merger between 
two of the States-Alaska carriers. 


“The 


President, 
board’s recommendation, expressed 


in appro 


to reduce 


the 
full 


ving 


agreement with the board’s view as to 


the desirability of a merger,” 


said in the instant case. 

“More recently, on August 26, 1957, in 
a statement issued upon his approval ol 
H.R. 4520 (Public Law 85-166) providing 
for the permanent certification of states- 
Alaska carriers, the President reiterated 
his conviction ‘that the number of states- 
Alaska carriers is excessive, and that re- 
duction of this number is essential in the 
interest of strong competitive air serv- 
United States and 


ice between 
Alaska.’ 


the 


The President 


requested 


the board 


the 


board ‘to continue taking all appropriate 
steps to facilitate and encourage mer- 


gers’ 


“The board would prefer to deal with 


this 
agreements 


for 


problem on the basis of 


consolidation, 


specific 
merger, 
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January 25, 1958 


ro transfer, or the like, negotiated and 
entcred into by the interested carriers 
itarily and submitted to the board 
for approval under the appropriate sec- 
tions of the act. It therefore stands ready 
ve prompt consideration to any such 


wreement or agreements that may be 
ibmitted 
fowever, the board believes that the 


lem to be met is of such pressing 
rtance that it cannot, on the mere 
bility that voluntary agreements 
be submitted, further defer setting 
notion a formal proceeding to con- 
this matter, at the conclusion of 
h it can take such action within its 
itory powers as may be warranted 
the evidence in that proceeding. 
rhe board has decided, therefore, to 
titute an investigation to determine 
hether the number of states-Alaska 
should be reduced by merger, 
olidation, acquisition of control, 
e transfer or any other lawful means, 
whether the routes of one or more 
remaining carriers should be sus- 
led and/or the certificate or certifi- 
of one or more of the four carriers 
nded so as to authorize operations 
een the states and both Anchorage 
Fairbanks and between Fairbanks 
i Anchorage.” 


arriers 


rhe board said that in the instant case 
as consolidating these dockets with 
investigation: Nos. 9217, 7407, 7411 
nd 7429 
Investigation Is ‘Welcomed’ 

Charles Willis, Jr., president of Alaska 
Airlines, said that line would welcome 

investigation. 

We are anxious to put our states- 
Alaska service on a sound financial basis 
vithout assistance from the federal gov- 
rnment,” he said. “Any consolidation 
hich results in better service for all 
areas Of Alaska and which will reduce 


r eliminate present government assist- 
ance is healthy.” 


American Asks Fast Action 
On Fares; Will File Boosts 


American Airlines, Inc., has filed with 
the Civil Aeronautics Board a motion 
to expedite the board’s general investi- 
gation of airline passenger fares. In the 
motion, American said it had instructed 
its tariff publishing agent to file, at the 
earliest possible date, a 15 per cent in- 
crease in its domestic fares. 


Che motion, filed in No. 8008, General 
Passenger Fare Investigation, was re- 
ceived at the board January 20. The 
hearing in the proceeding began Novem- 
ber 18 before Examiner Ralph L. Wiser. 
It adjourned December 20 for the holi- 
days and resumed January 6. 

It is now evident,” American said in 
its motion, “that unless the board takes 
some action this investigation will not 
be decided for at least another year. At 
its present pace, there is little chance 
that the hearing stage will be concluded 
intil about July. Briefs to the examiner 
could hardly be filed before September. 
A) examiner’s initial decision could not 
de expected until October or November 
at the very earliest. There would have 
to follow exceptions and then briefs to 
ths board. It is virtually certain that 
th» case could not be argued to the board 
ui til January, 1959, at the earliest. 

And, to be entirely realistic, account 
m ist be taken of inevitable further de- 
‘aS in the ordinary course of procedure 











which would delay the case by another 
two months or so at the least.” 

Thus, said American, it would file the 
tariff increase, which “the board is not 
required to suspend ., . and it is urged 
that it not do so.” 

Specifically, the airline asked the boara 
to instruct its staff and the examiner to 
take every possible step to bring the 
hearing to an end within a month after 
the close of the rate of return session, 
direct that the case then be certified di- 
rectly to it for final decision and direct 
that briefs be filed with it by all parties 
within two months after the close of 
the hearing, with argument set immedi- 
ately thereafter. 


Local, Territorial Airlines 
Form Transport Association 


The formation by various certificated 
air carriers of the Association of Local 
and Territorial Airlines, the purposes of 
which, among other things, are to pro- 
mote improved service and relations with 
the public, governmental agencies and 
Congress and to advocate and promote 
an economically sound and self-sufficient 
status for each member, has been ap- 
proved by the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

The approval was by an order in 
Agreement C.A.B. No. 10740, Alaska Air- 
lines, Inc., and Various Other Certificated 
Air Carriers Relating to the Association 
of Loca] and Territorial Airlines 

In making its approval the board said, 
however, that “the acceptance by the 
air carrier members of A.L.T.A. of non- 
airline associate members, which the 


board does not directly regulate, may 
create difficulties unforeseeable at this 
time.” 


“A.L.T.A, does not at present have any 
associate members,” the board noted, 
“and thus the board is not aware of any 
specific company or the specific types of 
companies which may fall within this 
category of membership. Therefore, the 
board believes that any associate mem- 
bers should not be accepted by A.L.T.A. 
except upon prior approval of the board.” 

The board said the present members of 
the association were Alaska Airlines: 
Bonanza Air Lines, Inc.; Central Airlines, 
Inc.; Frontier Airlines, Inc.; Lake Cen- 
tral Airlines, Inc.; Ozark Air Lines, Inc.; 
Reeve Aleutian Airways, Inc.; Trans Pa- 
cific Airlines, Ltd., and West Coast Air- 
lines, Inc. 


Argentine Airline Granted 
Right to Serve New York 


President Eisenhower has approved, on 
recommendation of the Civil Aeronau- 
tics Board, the issuance of a temporary 
foreign air carrier permit to the Argen- 
tine airline, Transcontinental, S.A., au- 
thorizing the transportation of persons, 
property and mail between Argentine 
and New York for a three-year period. 

The approval in No. 8632, Transconti- 
nental, S.A., authorizes service between a 
terminal point in Argentina and the ter- 
minal point of New York, via the inter- 
mediate points of Sao Paulo and Rio de 
Janeiro, Brazil, and Caracas, Venezuela, 
with the condition that New York be 


served only on flights originating or ter- 
minating in Argentina. 

The board, in its opinion, said it also 
was issuing a companion order in No. 
8734 granting approval of an agreement 
between Transcontinental and California 


CAB News 
e + . s * 2 7 . * e e o e 
Eastern Aviation, Inc., concerning certain 
control and interlocking relationships. 

California Eastern, the board said, 
would provide technical assistance to the 
Argentine carrier for a maximum period 
of five years and would lease it three 
planes for five years, with an option 
for Transcontinental to purchase the 
aircraft 

“As part of the consideration for under- 
taking the foregoing,” the board said, 
“Transcontinental plans to issue to Cali- 
fornia Eastern 200,000 shares of class B 
stock, equivalent to 25 per cent of all 
Transcontinental’s authorized stock... .” 


C.A.B. Plans to Approve 
North Atlantic Rate Hikes 


With a “view 
proval” for a 


toward eventual ap- 
period of one year, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board, by an order 
adopted January 17, deferred for 10 
days from that date, action on an agree- 
ment between various air carriers, for- 
eign air carriers and other carriers, em- 
bodied in resolutions of the traffic con- 
ferences of the International Air Trans- 
port Association, providing for in- 
creases in the general cargo. rate level 
to be applicable in a number of areas 
including, insofar as transportation to 
and from the United States is concerned, 
a 5 per cent increase on north and mid- 
Atlantic routes. 


The board’s order was issued in No. 
9160, Agreement C.A.B. No. 11468, R-88, 
R-94 Through R-103, Agreement Adopted 
by the Traffic Conferences of the Inter- 
national Air Transport Association Re- 
lating to General Cargo Rates. The 10- 
day period was allowed to afford inter- 
ested parties opportunity to comment in 
support of or in opposition to the board’s 
proposed approval of the agreement. 

The board said that the resolutions, 
which were adopted at a meeting last 
September and October at Miami, were 
intended to be effective from February 
1, 1958, through March 31, 1959, and that 
the general cargo rates to be applicable 
after February 1 between this country 
and South America and on trans-Pacific 
routes be continued at the “currently ef- 
fective level.” 


“Tt appears that, on the basis of in- 
formation available to the board, in- 
cluding data submitted by the United 
States carriers with respect to revenues 
and expenses attributable to cargo serv- 
ice, all-cargo operations on the north 
Atlantic are currently being conducted 
at a loss,” said the board. “These losses 
do not include an allowance for return 
on investment and have, moreover, been 
sustained despite a significant increase, 
averaging approximately 9 per cent, in 
total cargo volume. 


“The board has consistently expressed 
the opinion that development of the 
north Atlantic cargo market can be ac- 
complished most effectively through a 
continuing program of expansion of the 
specific commodity rate structure. Such 
a program will necessarily involve in- 
troduction of successively lower rates 
as larger markets are sought. Accord- 
ingly in the interest of maintaining 
the carriers in an economically sound 
position so as to permit expeditious de- 
velopment of the over-all market, the 
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proposed increase in the general cargo 
rate level appears warranted.” 


The board said protests, if any, must 
be submitted within 10 days from Janu- 
ary 17, and that if none was received it 
would make final its approval. 


Federal 
Maritime 
Board News 






Ship Conference Pact 
Filed, Another Approved 


The Federal Maritime Board has an- 
nounced the filing with it for approval 
under section 15 of the 1916 shipping 
act of agreement No. 8269, between Jem 
Shipping Co., Inc., and Cia. Interconti- 
nental de Navagacion de Cuba, S.A., cov- 
ering establishment and maintenance of 
a joint cargo service, under the trade 
name “Insco Lines,” in the trade be- 
tween ports of the United States and 
ports in South America, Central America, 
West Indies, and the islands of the Car- 
ibbean, and the Atlantic islands adja- 
cent thereto. 


The board also announced that it had 
approved agreement No. 8260-1, between 


member lines of the Mediterranean 
American Great Lakes Westbound 
Freight Conference. The agreement 


modified the basic agreement, No. 8260, 
by changing the name of the conference 
to Mediterranean-U.S.A. Great Lakes 
Westbound Conference; clarifying the 
description of the trading area covered 
to include ports on the Marmara, Black 
and Adriatic seas and Morocco within its 
scope, together with the clarification of 
other provisions concerning the payment 
of brokerage, notice of withdrawal, 
holding of meetings and method of de- 
termining if a member has abandoned 
a service 


List of Respondents Revised 


In Terminal Services Probe 


The Federal Maritime Board, by a 
fifth supplemental order in No, 816, In- 
vestigation of General Practices, Charges, 
Services, Definitions, and Agreements of 
Terminal Operators at Atlantic and Gulf 
Ports, has deleted certain of the respond- 
ents named in its order of investigation, 
and has added the names of other re- 
spondents. 


The board said that the following were 
no longer engaged in furnishing wharf- 
age, dock, warehouse or other terminal 
facilities in connection with common car- 
riers by water and were, therefore, 
dropped as respondents: Savannah State 
Docks Railroad Co.; State Division of 
Harbors and Rivers—State of Rhode 
Island; Beard’s Erie Basin, Inc.; Seas 
Shipping Co., Inc.; Aransas Dock & 
Channel Co., and the British & South 
American Steam Navigation Co. Ltd. 


Those not named in the original order 
but said to be now furnishing wharfage 
and other terminal facilities, and, there- 
fore, made respondents, were: Houston 














Line, Ltd.; Dugan-McNamara, Inc.; 
Stockyard Shipping & Terminal Corp.; 
Delval Terminal Corp.; Independent Pier 
Co., and Stevens Shipping Co. These re- 
spondents were required to furnish the 
detailed information called for by the 
board from all respondents by an order 
of September 16, 1957 (T.W., Sept. 21, 
1957, p. 82). 


Alaskan Ship Rate Hearing 


The Federal Maritime Board has is- 
sued a notice of hearing February 11, at 
Seattle, Wash., by Examiner Arnold J 
Roth in No. 828, General Increases in 
Alaskan Rates and Charges. Location of 
the hearing room will be announced later 
In that proceeding, the board suspend- 


Court News 


Appellate Court Indicates It May 
Validate ‘Some’ Sec. 22 Rail Fares 


Court’s Order for More Testimony From 42 Railroads and Aircoach 
Association Does Not Reveal Which Type of Section 22 Fares Court 
Has in Mind. Both Sides File New Arguments in Anti-Trust Case. 


The U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia has indicated 
it may return a finding of legality 
for “some” of the section 22 rail- 
road fares being challenged in an 
anti-trust suit filed against 42 major 
railroads by the Aircoach Transport 
Association, Inc. 


The court heard argument in the case 
on September 9 (T.W., Sept. 14, 1957, 
p. 25) but now has called for additional 
evidence on one point. 


The case reached the court when the 
railroads appealed a decision of Judge 
Joseph C. McGarraghy, of the U.S. dis- 
trict court for the District of Columbia. 
Judge McGarraghy ruled in favor of the 
aircoach group, holding that section 22 
rates did not receive the anti-trust im- 
munity usually conferred on rate bureau 
activities by I.C.C. approval of section 5a 
agreements. 


Judge McGarraghy said that railroad 
action in concert to arrive at section 22 
fares was illegal per se under the anti- 
trust laws (T.W., July 13, 1957, p. 27). 


The two types of section 22 fares— 
offered for transportation of troops—in- 
volved in the case are (1) uniform rates 
of 10 per cent below regular tariffs and 
(2) lower and fluctuating “variable” or 
“package” section 22 fares offered by the 
railroads for a specific troop movement, 
sometimes on an all-or-none basis. 


The aircoach group objected to the 
latter types, contending they constituted 
“predatory” rate practices designed to 
drive the aircoach operators from the 
business of hauling troops. The plain- 
tiff alleged that there was a railroad 
“conspiracy” to make rates so low that 
the nonscheduled or supplemental air 
carriers represented by the association 
could not compete for their business. 
Judge McGarraghy enjoined the rail- 
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ed until April 3 a proposed increas» of 
15 per cent in rates published by = :jp. 
ping lines serving Alaska. Later the board 
granted an emergency 7 per cent in. 
crease to be effective until April 2 (Tw 
Jan. 18, p. 106). 























Ocean Ship Agreement 


The Federal Maritime Board has an- 
nounced that an agreement, identified as 
No. 8268, between American President 
Lines and Bull Insular Line has been 
filed with it for approval under section 
15 of the 1916 shipping act. The agree. 
ment covers the transportation of gen- 
eral cargo under through bills of lading 
from the Far East to Puerto Rico, with 
transshipment at New York. 




















































roads from making “variable” or “spot 
quotations but his order was suspended 
by the appellate court when it took the 
case. 

In argument before the court of ap- 
peals, the railroad attorneys said that the 
district court decision threw a shadow 
over the entire body of section 22 rate- 
making, for freight as well as passen- 
gers. 

















Issues Before Court 


The appellate court now has 
pounded this question to both sides: 

“Should the court decide that some re- 
duced rates or other section 22 arrange- 
ments may validly be made the subject 
of an agreement approved under section 
5a, what significance, if any, should be 
accorded by the court to the position of 
plaintiffs, as represented by their papers 
in the district court, that the joint rate 
quotations enjoined by that court were 
part of an effort by defendants to elim- 
inate the competition of plaintiffs, hav- 
ing in mind that both plaintiffs and de- 
fendants moved for summary judgment 
as though there were no genuine issue o! 
material fact?” 


One attorney in the case said the im- 
port of the court’s question was an in- 
quiry as to whether further action would 
be required if some of the section 22 
rates were validated and, if so, what that 
action should be. 


In a memorandum submitted for the 
aircoach association, Attorney David I 
Shapiro said that the case, depending on 
which section 22 fares were validated 
should either be resolved in favor of the 
aircoach group or be remanded to Judge 
McGarraghy for a finding of issues of 
fact relating to the conspiracy chargé 
alone, disregarding the status of uni- 
form railroad section 22 fares. He said 
that the summary judgment motions 
from both sides had no significance 
arguing that the facts as to the con- 
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spiracy Charge were not determined by 
the jiling of such motions. 
The railroads, in a brief filed by their 
awvers, said that the conspiracy charge 
presents rate, transportation and policy 
estions which Congress has confided 
e exclusive primary jurisdiction of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission.” 
If only “some” section 22 fares were 
ef the railroads said, it would be for 
the L.C.C. to decide which ones these 


Mr. Shapiro said that if the appellate 
ourt found that the “variable” or “pack- 
we" quotations were not covered by 
silroad section 5a agreements then 
there is no factual issue for the court 
resolve since ... these practices en- 
ined by the district court are illegal 
e, or otherwise in violation of the 
unti-trust laws on the basis of the un- 
jisputed facts of record.” 


Sections 5a and 22 


If, on the other hand, the appellate 
irt decides such quotations could be 
luded in a 5a agreement, Mr. Shapiro 
ntinued, then it would have to be de- 
ided whether the I.C.C. gave “prior” ap- 
roval to the special rates “because acts 
therwise lawful are within the proscrip- 
tion of the anti-trust laws if done for 
the purpose of eliminating competition.” 

Mr. Shapiro said that the question of 
hether uniform railroad section 22 quo- 
tations violated the anti-trust laws “is 

it make a determination as to the con- 
that question is not necessary to a deci- 
He argued that the district court did 
not make a determination as to the con- 
spiracy charge since it found all section 
22 rates illegal per se and thus “it was, 
f course, unnecessary to its decision to 
onsider this alternative possible dispo- 
sition of the case.” 

“In our view,” he said, “the question 
ut by the court therefore raises three 
sSsues-* 

1) Are appellants’ special ‘variable’ 
section 22 quotation and ‘package’ bid- 
ling practices, concertedly arrived at, il- 
egal per se under the anti-trust laws, 
vhether or not they were ‘part of an 
effort by defendants to eliminate the 
competition of plaintiffs?’ We answer, 
Yes.’ 

2) If they are not illegal per se, are 
appellants’ ‘variable’ section 22 quota- 
tion and ‘package’ bidding practices 
nevertheless in violation of the anti-trust 
laws on the basis of the undisputed facts 
before this court? We answer, ‘Yes.’ 
(3) If they are not, what is the ap- 
priate disposition to be made by the 
ourt of appeals of issues of fact, not de- 
‘ided by the district court, where cross 
motions for summary judgment have 
been filed? We answer that the matter 
should be remanded to the district court 
to make appropriate findings on the rec- 
rd as made.” 

Mr. Shapiro concluded his memoran- 
dum with a plea that if the appellate 
court decided that further proceedings 
in the district court were necessary to 
se'tle the conspiracy question then that 
dc'ermination should be made “on the 
existing record.” He said the “volumi- 
is record” demonstrated that the 
trict court had “all the facts neces- 
Sa-y for decision.” 


At the very least,” he added, “we 
€-l that this court . . . should permit 
district court to limit the taking of 
litional evidence only as to those 
iuinely disputed factual issues which 
‘ relevant to the issues remanded for 
termination. Certainly there is no 
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THE RAILROAD THAT RUNS BY THE CUSTOMER'S CLOCK 






































































Shippers demand, 
NKP supplies... 
dependable, high-speed 
freight service 


Fast schedules 
Dependable deliveries 
Piggyback service 


Tracing information 


43 Nickel Plate traffic offices are located in principal cities. All have TWX 
teletype facilities to speed your requests for information and service. 


f 
: 
Flexibility to meet your special requirements 
i 
; 
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Speed your freight 
ship Nickel Plate 


THE NEW YORK, CHICAGO AND ST, LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY 
Telephone MAin 1-9000 
' GENERAL OFFICES .. . TERMINAL TOWER. . . CLEVELAND 1, OHIO 
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of the issues raised thereby.” 
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sound reason for permitting the parties 
to proceed as if issue had first been 


The railroads said that the district 
court action should be dismissed by the 
least” 
should be stayed “pending application 
by the plaintiffs to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission under section 5a(7) 
and a determination by that Commission 


“If, however, contrary to our conten- 
tions, the court should hold that the 
issues raised are justifiable in this 
ceeding, the judgment below must never- 
theless be reversed and the cause 
manded for trial of the contested factual 
issues presented,” the railroads added. 

Answering the question as to the sig- 
nificance of the summary judgment mo- 
tions in the district court, the railroads 


“The summary judgment and injunc- 
ion entered by the district court were 
not based on any concession or finding 
that defendants’ section 22 rate practices 
were part of a plan to eliminate com- 
petition, as alleged, but were grounded 


taken in their cross-motion for summary 
judgment, that section 5a had no appli- 
cability to joint section 22 arrangements 
and that such arrangements were illegal 


A951.,- 







merce Commission. 


“Accordingly, if the court should decide 
that some section 22 rates or practices 


may validly be made the subject 


the anti-trust laws.” 


pro- “ 


re- 4LC.C. District Court Said 
To Be ‘Confused’ in Dispute 


On Interchange at Houston 


The Houston Belt & Terminal 
Railway Co., and the railroads which 
own it, have appealed to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States for 
relief in a situation in which they 
allege that Houston Belt is required 
claim, by the Texas & New Orleans Rail- 
road Co., in performing interchange 
operations at Houston, to deliver to 
the T. & N. O. cars to be forwarded 


by that railroad and also to pick up 
“Defendants’ motion for summary at the T. & N. O. 
judgment, on the other hand, were not 
predicated on the absence of genuine S 
issues of fact concerning the truth of Owning the Houston Belt. 

the plaintiffs’ allegations about the cir- In a jurisdictional statement in 
cumstances under which defendants 
made their section 22 rate arrangements, 
but, instead, on the ground that those Interstate Commerce Commission 


a |lC 


*$00 


More New Equipment on order for 
THE SOO LINE RAILROAD 


For Finer, Faster Freight Service 


in and through Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michigan, 
Illinois, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota 


6 DIESEL LOCOMOTIVES 
200 FLAT CARS 
50 CEMENT HOPPERS 


icici aa a a aad 


To make its tracks still better, Soo Line will install 56 more miles of con- 
tinuous welded rail, 200 miles of new ballast and 335,000 creosoted ties 


questions were for the exclusive primary 
determination of the Interstate Com- 


agreements approved under section 5(a), 
then the allegations of the plaintiffs that 
the joint rate quotations enjoined were 
part of a plan to eliminate competition do 
not serve to justify the judgment entered 
below and do not entitled the plaintiffs 
to maintain their present action under 


cars to be for- 
warded over the lines of the railroads 


730, Houston Belt & Terminal Railway 
Co., et al. v. United States of America, 
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Texas and New Orleans Railroad Co. the 
appealing railroads said that the C m- 
mission, in 1929, had dismissed a m- 
plaint involving that situation in Howton 
Belt & Terminal Ry. Co. v. Texas & ).. ¢ 
R. Co., 168 1.C.C. 260, and had aaj 
dismissed a complaint about the situ 
in another case of the same title, 20 
I.C.C. 221, decided April 3, 1956. The 
eral district court for the southern T 
district, Houston division, upheld th» 
Commission’s order of dismissal July 29 
1957 

The appealing railroads asserted 
the district court upheld the Con 
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interchang 
sion’s order on one of the ground mscribe 
vanced by the Commission, i.e., that xercise tl 
Commission had no jurisdiction because ncidental 
in effect the appealing railroads wer ‘ommissic 
seeking a change in divisions of the ents in 
through rates between them and, as they esult of | 
had adduced no evidence of the nature taken to 1 
required by section 15(6), there was a Peoria & 
absence of jurisdiction under the decisior 9 (1924) 
in Baltimore & O. R. Co. v. United Stats é 
177 U.S. 291 (1938). om & 
‘ stantial a 
L.C.C., Court ‘Confused’ ailroads 
Asserting that the Commission had leclared | 
plenary power in car service matters, the ervice pl 
appealing railroads asserted that the ead out 
Commission and the district court were that onc 
badly confused in attempting to apply een est 
the principle of the Baltimore case t sstablishe 
the situation at Houston. In the Balti- ower, \ 
more case, the railroads said, the order hange t 
dealt with the payment of money and except in 
would have changed the respective divi- VISIONS 
sions. They added: to entire. 


“The order sought here would affect 
only operations, would involve no pay- 
ment of money, and would have no effect 
whatever on divisions.” 

The appealing railroads said that the 
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an a 


district court wholly failed to understand, 
and the Commission failed to appreciate, 


‘interchange is merely an incident, 
minor one, of the handling of 
igh traffic, the traffic on which di- 
is apply,” was at most only one of 


the factors which might enter into the 


ietermination of divisions and was not a 


factor which was required to be taken 


account. 


1.C.C, Case Cited 


Later in their jurisdictional state- 
nent the appealing railroads quoted the 
mmission as saying that its power over 
interchange arrangements “is not cir- 
umscribed or limited because in the 
exercise thereof the matter of divisions 
incidentally may be affected.” The 
Commission added that “if readjust- 
ments in divisions shall be sought as a 
result of the present case, steps may be 
taken to that end.” The case cited was 
Peoria & Pekin Union Ry. Co., 93 LC.C. 

1924) 

The question thus presented is sub- 
stantial and important,” the appealing 
railroads asserted. “If the law is as 
ieclared below, the interchange and car 
ervice provisions will have been largely 
read out of the act. The result will be 
that once a point of interchange has 
been established, and through rates 
stablished over it, there will be no 
with a minor exception to 
hange the point or the arrangements, 
except in consequence of a full-fledged 
livisions case. The door would be open 
to entirely unjust and unreasonable in- 
terchange practices, with no practical re- 
urse to the carriers suffering.” 

The railroads said that they declined 
to embark on a divisions controversy 
before the Commission and had sought 
to show that no divisions issue was in- 
olved by presenting evidence that “in 
fact the divisions here had never been 
made with reference to the manner in 
which this interchange was performed.” 
They added: 

The Commission, in its report, ignored 
this evidence and this point. The dis- 
trict court considered this point; and 
oncluded, on its own, that there was 
ample evidence that in fixing divisions 
terminal costs inevitably are evaluated 
and that here appellants knew of and 
presumably weighed such costs. Wheth- 
er it was competent for the district court 
so to make its own findings, absent find- 
ings by the Commission, Riss & Co. v. 
United States, 100 F.Supp, 426, affirmed 
342 US. 934 (1952), is a question of sub- 
stance and importance. 


This case is, so far as the courts are 
oncerned, one of the first impression. It 
involves an attempted extension of the 
Baltimore case beyond the facts, beyond 
he prinéipal, and beyond the common 
sense of that decision. It is important 
to the railroads and also to the public, 
which has its own interest in the prompt 
movement of freight and adequacy of 

service, not to speak of just and 
onable railroad practices.” 


power, 


R'ss Suit Against 85 Roads 
Expanded to Sec. 22 Charges 


tiss & Co., Inc., Kansas City, Mo., 
*k concern, has been given permis- 

to amend a three-year-old anti- 
t complaint against 85 railroads and 
road associations so as to bring in 
nv charges related to section 22 rail- 
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hat’s why Pillsbury ships 
to over 85 world markets 
via New Orleans 


Strategically located, the Port of New 
Orleans conveniently receives cargo 
from our many mills located both east 
and west of the Mississippi River. 
Coupled with frequent and diversified 
sailings to all ports of the world, New 
Orleans has established itself as an 
integral part of our operation which 
includes the shipment of our products 
to over 85 markets throughout the 
world. We find the Port of New 
Orleans high on the list of cooperation, 
dispatch and operational know-how. 
ae 
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\ Bernard’G. (Buddy) Young 
T raffic Manager 
Overseas Division - PN Mills, Inc. 


Each year, more and more shippers learn of the time-saving, 
money-saving advantages of the Port of New Orleans. Why 
not turn these advantages to your company’s benefit? 


™ Lower inland freight rates to or from Mid-Continent U.S.A. 

™ Regular sailings to all world ports—nearly 4,000 last year. 

Fast, safe handling—lowest insurance rates in America. 

 Shipside delivery from 8 major rail lines, 46 truck lines, 
50 barge lines. 

Savings up to 50% on freight forwarding charges. 

M Quick dispatch—no terminal delays. 

Foreign Trade Zone #2. 

Mild climate—year ’round operations. 

For full particulars about the competitive advantage New 

Orleans offers you, write: Director of Trade Development, 


Board of Commissioners of the Port of New Orleans, 
2 Canal Street, New Orleans, U. S. A. 
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ship-side industrial sites at the 
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Atlanta 
D. Leon Williams, Dir. NEW YORK, 233 Broadway AT-797 
Dept. IA- Box 1039 = Phone REctor 2-3772 — 
Savannah, Ga. ATLANTA, 1332 Healey Bidg. New York 
Phone ADams 6-1561 Phone JAckson 5-1595 NY-1-2172 































woe SERVICE 
Radio Controlled Pickup and Delivery Keep 
; Shipments Constontly On The Move 


Scheduling ship- 
ments via Southern- 
Plaza pays divi- 
dends in: coreful 
handling... prompt KANSAS 
dispatch ... depend- city 
able deliveries 
Shippers every- 
where who rely on 
SPEED and GOOD 
SERVICE can al- 
ways depend on 
Southern-Plaza for 
SAFETY, too! 
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road rates on military explosives 
Dec. 14, 1957, p. 82). 

The amendment alleges that the ajj 
roads, acting in concert, adopted ip 
1955, section 22 rates on explosives w ich 
were “intended to exclude the plain tif 
from the business.” It contends 
such rates are not within the jurisdic. 
tion of the Interstate Commerce Com. 
mission. 

In the original complaint, Riss ac. 
cused the railroad interests of attempt- 
ing to harass Riss operations an 
influence officials and others against 
Riss. The original suit asked $90 mil- 
lion in damages 

The motion to include the section 
22 material in the case was approved 
by Judge John Sirica in US. district 
court for the District of Columbia 


Legislation 


M.A.T.S. Use of Civilian 
Planes Urged at Hearing 


More use by the military of civilian 
aircraft has been urged by both the 
Transportation Association of America 
and the U.S. Chamber of Commerce in 
statements submitted to the military op- 
erations subcommittee of the House gov- 
ernment operations committee. 

A hearing was arranged by the sub- 
committee to determine whether M.A.TS 
operations adversely affected commer- 
cial airlines (T.W., Jan. 11, p. 68) 


Harold F. Hammond, executive vice- 
president of the T.A.A., urged Congress 
to take steps to assure that the militar 
services utilized to the maximum extent 
possible, “consistent with actual security 
requirements,” the services of the priv- 
ately Owned and operated air transport 
fleet. 


Mr. Hammond cited traffic figures t 
show that civil air carriers had been 
given reduced consideration by the mili- 
tary services when it came to air trans- 
port. 

He said that although M.A.TS. pas- 
senger volume in fiscal 1956 exceeded 
that of 1951 by 509,007, or by 148 per 
cent, civil air carriers were able to get 
only 27,835, or 5.5 per cent, of this added 
traffic. In the cargo field, he said, civil 
air carriers in fiscal 1956 handled les: 
traffic than in 1951, despite a growth in 
M.A.TS. volume of 102,299 tons, or 163 
per cent. 


The T.A.A. official pointed out that 
this rapid growth in military transport 
operations took place even though com- 
mercial airlines reported they were in 
a position and anxious to offer sub- 
stantial unused capacity for military 
airlift purposes. 

The T.A.A. spokesman summarized 
arguments in favor of greater utilization 
of civil air carriers by M.A.T‘S. as fol- 
lows: 

“(1) Services performed and equip- 
ment used by civil air carriers are very 
similar to those of M.A.TS.; (2) costs 
to the government, both in air transport 
operations and in airline subsidies, will 
be less if civil air transport is used; (3 
civil aircraft are suitable, after certain 
modifications, for immediate use for mil- 
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itary airlift in time of emergency, and 


4) the airlines claim they are ‘fit, wil- 
t ind able’ to perform the services 
ed.” 


Statement by Chamber 


In its statement, the chamber said that 
ir transport for military forces on mo- 
tion day could best be provided if 
were taken now to give commercial 
rliners @ much more active role. 
The chamber added that greater re- 
ance on commercial airlines would also 
ave taxpayers money now being spent 
in enormous build-up of M.A.TS. 
Specifically, the chamber proposed that 
ydditional commercial aircraft be desig- 
vated as part of the Civil Reserve Air 
Fleet which is subject to call by the 
Secretary of Defense on 24 hours’ notice. 
Thus, commercial planes, complete with 
rews, would eliminate the need for 
M.A.T.S. planes and the taxes to support 
them 


The chamber also recommended that 


should be routed via commercial planes 
nstead of M.A.TS. planes, so that com- 
mercial airlines would be encouraged to 
expand their fleets to meet this addi- 
tional demand and prepare for emer- 
ency 


In conclusion, the chamber said that 
ew commercial jet transports, scheduled 
for operation in the next three years, 
would provide a “four-fold increase” in 
the airlift capacity of commercial car- 


riers 
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Senate Committee Funds 


The Senate interstate and foreign com- 
merce committee on January 22 approved 
S. Res. 224, calling for an allocation of 
$250,000 to finance the committee’s work 
in 1958. 


Rail Retirement Bill 


Representative Siler, of Kentucky, has 
introduced a bill (H.R. 10125) under 
terms of which railroad employes could 
retire on a full annuity at age 60 or after 
serving 30 years. 


The measure also provides that the 
monthly annuity in such cases be at least 
equal to half of the individual’s average 
monthly compensation for the five years 
of highest earnings. 


Airport Act Extension Asked 


A bill (S. 2974) introduced by Senator 
Payne, of Maine, would extend for four 
years the federal airport act which pro- 
vides for 50 per cent federal aid on ap- 
proved airport projects. The act is now 
due to expire on July 1, 1959. 


Labor News 


President Creates Board 
To Settle Airline Dispute 


President Eisenhower late on January 
21 issued an executive order creating an 
emergency board to investigate a dis- 
pute between Eastern Air Lines and em- 
ployes represented by the Flight Engi- 
neers’ International Association which 
had threatened a strike against the 
carrier. 

The dispute involves the question of 
which of two unions are to supply the 
flight engineer as the third man in 
crews on four-engine airliners. The 


flight engineers union, representing the 
present engineers on such planes, is re- 
sisting a move by the Air Line Pilots As- 
sociation to supply the third man and is 
seeking guarantee from Eastern, to- 
gether with wage and other working 
condition changes, that only FE.I.A. 
members will serve as engineers on 
Eastern planes. 

The President’s order bars a strike 
for at least 30 days, in which time the 
emergency board is to investigate and 
recommend settlement terms, as provid- 
ed in the railway labor act. 

The order said that “this dispute, in 
the judgment of the National Mediation 


FAST INTERCHANGE AT THE PEORIA GATEWAY 


“Workhorse of the Peoria Gateway”—that’s the nickname 


often applied to the Peoria & Pekin Union Ry., and it’s a fitting 
one, too, for this completely modern railroad works 24 hours a 
day providing fast, reliable interchange service between fifteen 


line haul carriers making up the hub of the world’s greatest 


transportation network. 


cross-country freight will get to its destination sooner and 


more safely when you mark it “Via Peoria and P. & P. U.” 


SWITCHING CHARGES ABSORBED BETWEEN: Chicago & Illi- 
nois Midland Ry.; Chicago & North Western Ry.; 
RR.; Illinois Central RR.; Nickel Plate Road; New York Central Sys- 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry.; 
Burlington & Quincy RR.; Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry.; Illinois 
Terminal RR.; Federal Barge Lines, Inc.; 
Peoria Terminal RR.; Toledo, Peoria & Western RR. 


tem; Pennsylvania RR.; 


And it’s just another reason why your 


Gulf, Mobile & Ohio 


Chicago, 


Minneapolis & St. Louis Ry.; 


PEORIA AND PEKIN UNION RAILWAY COMPANY 


L. R. BARNEWOLT, General Agent 


a PEORIA, ILLINOIS 
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Why so many 
companies no 
longer use labels 
or stencil boards 


Weber Label-Frame System 
for addressing multiple 
carton shipments saves time, 
cuts costs. 


Pictured above is a system now ac- 
cepted as the most efficient method of 
addressing or marking cartons. Time and 
cost studies made by present users proves 
Weber Label-Frame System superior, 
faster and more economical. 


Cartons are pre-printed with label 
frame by carton manufacturer. Ship-to 
address is printed inside the frames at a 
rate of 40 to 50 per minute with a Weber 
Handprinter. (Carrier Associations enthu- 
siastically approve the sharp, waterproof, 
fadeproof prints.) 


The hand device prints from an in- 
expensive stencil that can be typed in- 
dividually or with order-invoice forms. It 
has a reservoir which holds enough ink for 
7,500 to 10,000 impressions. Unit can be 
supplied with a counter for count control. 


Weber Marking Systems Division— 
Weber Addressing Machine Company, Inc. 
Mount Prospect, Illinois 


DEALER SALES AND SERVICE 
in all principal cities 


marking 
systems 
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WEBER MARKING SYSTEMS, Dept. 27A 
Mount Prospect, Iilinois 

Kindly send us complete information on the 
Weber Labe!l-Frame System. 
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Board, threatens substantially to inter- 
rupt interstate commerce to a degree 
such as to deprive a section of the coun- 
try of essential transportation service.” 

The President said he would namie the 
board members later. 


Court to Hear Injunction 
| Motion of Santa Fe Feb. 5 
In Dispute Involving B.L.E. 


(From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World) 


A hearing on a motion for a pre- 
liminary injunction to enjoin a strike 
by members of the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers against the 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way, Coast Lines, will be held Feb- 
ruary 5 in the Superior Court of 
California, County of Los Angeles, 
according to information obtained 
from an authoritative source in 
Chicago. 


Statistics 


TRAFFIC W wp 


The strike, originally called for Jany.- 
ary 4 because of resistance by the aj. 
road management to a demand by the 
B.L.E. that a revised schedule of work. 
ing rules bear an International Tpo- 
graphical Union imprint (T.W., Jan. §, 
p. 58), is currently being held in abey- 
ance by a temporary restraining order 
issued on December 30 by the California 
court, which set January 8 as the cate 
for hearing on the motion for a pre- 
liminary injunction. Subsequently the 
railroad issued this statement: 

“By agreement between attorneys for 
the Santa Fe and the Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Engineers on January 8 the 
hearing on the motion for a preliminary 
injunction to enjoin a strike on the raijl- 
road has been continued to February §. 
The temporary restraining order orig- 
inally issued will be continued in full 
force and effect until that time. During 
the interim, there will be no strike, the 
restraining order will be complied with, 
and there will be no interruption fh 
traffic. The parties involved are hopeful 
that the entire dispute will shortly be 
resolved.” 


Revenues of Railroads, Motor Carriers Lag 
Behind National Income Rate of Increase 


Railroads and Motor Carriers Had More Revenues in 1956 as Compared 
With 1955, but Failed to Gain in Relation to Gain in National 


income. 1.C.C. Bureau Summarizes Railroad Freight Rate Increases. 


Revenues of only two types of car- 
riers, airlines and pipelines, in- 
creased percentagewise more than 
did national income in 1956 as com- 
pared with 1955, according to the 
January issue of Transport Econom- 
ics of the Commission’s Bureau of 
Transport Economics and Statistics. 
Railroad and motor carrier revenues, 
although greater in 1956 than in 
1955, did not keep pace with the 
rate of increase of the national in- 
come, the bureau said. 


The bureau said that while national 
income increased 6 per cent, revenues of 
airlines, at 11.7 per cent, and pipelines, 
at 8.8 per cent, increased faster. On the 
other hand, revenues of motor carriers 
of property rose 5.3 per cent; railroads, 
45 per cent, and motor carriers of pas- 
sengers, about 1 per cent in 1956 as com- 
pared with 1955, the bureau said. Com- 
parison of the indices for 1956 with 
those of 1939 showed that revenues of 
airlines and motor carriers of property 
had advanced by greater percentages 
than had national income, while lesser 
gains were tabulated for the other groups, 
the bureau said. 

In a tabulation of carrier revenue and 
national income by years, the bureau 
showed that the railroads. classes I. II, 
and III, received in 1939, 1947, 1955, and 
1956, respectively, $4,140,300,000, $8,972,- 
800,000, $10,495,400,000 and $10,963,300,000. 
The same classes of motor carriers of 


property for the same years were shown 
to have received revenues of $792,200,000, 
$2,213,600,000, $5,535,200,000 and $5,828,- 
900,000 respectively. Motor carriers of 
passengers similarly received $169,100,000, 
$534,000,000, $560,000,000 and $565,500,000 
respectively. 

Domestic scheduled air carrier opera- 
tions were shown to have had revenues 
during the same four years of $55,900,000, 
$364,800,000, $1,201,300,000 and $1,341,700,- 
000 respectively. Pipelines under LCC. 
jurisdiction received $212,500,000, $325,- 
200,000, $677,600,000 and $737,400,000 re- 
spectively. National income, expressed in 
billions of dollars, was $72.8, $197.2, $324.1, 
and $343.6, respectively, for the same 
years. 


Revenues Compared With 1939 

In another part of the tabulation, with 
the year 1939 used as a base index of 100 
revenue indices for the same groups fo! 
1947, 1955, and 1956 as compared with 
1939 were as follows: 

Railroads, 216.7, 253.5, and 264.8: mo- 
tor carriers of property, 279.4, 698.7, a 
735.8; motor carriers of passengers, 31 
331.2, and 334.4; domestic scheduled 
carrier operations, 652.6, 2,149.0, 
2,400.2; pipelines under I.C.C. jurisd 
tion, 153.0, 318.9, and 347.0, and natio! 
income, 271.0, 445.2, and 472.0. 

With national income for each 
as a base of 100, the ratio thereto of the 
income of the various carrier groups 
the years 1939, 1947, 1955, and 1956, 
spectively, were as follows: 

Railroads, 5.7, 4.6, 3.2, and 3.2; mo 
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Western Pacific's Las Plumas Speeds Bay Area Car Transfer (Prints of this painting suitable for framing available on request) 


MODERN WESTERN SERVICE PROVES STAMINA OF STANDARDIZED FREIGHT CARS 


The enviable Western Pacific level of shipper service 
copes with rugged ‘‘out-west’’ climate and geography 
sroblems as a matter of course. And its fleet of P-S 
Standardized Freight Cars lets the W. P. take searing 
heat, rugged mountains and freezing cold. Even the sea 
is no problem for the W. P. with its new $1,300,000 
diesel-powered car ferry, Las Plumas. She speeds car 
transfer in the Bay Area and provides an important 
salt water shortcut. 

Over 100 other railroads have discovered these vital 
traits and have specified Pullman-Standard for their 
equipment needs. They have found—no matter what 


service demands they must meet— that P-S Standardized 
Freight Cars give them fine performance and shipper 
acceptance under all conditions with unusual versatility 
and measurable economies. 

Contact your Pullman-Standard representative for 
the details on Standardization benefits or write for 
brochures on each of these P-S Freight Cars: PS-1 Box 
Car, PS-2 Covered Hopper, PS-3 Open Hopper, PS-4 
Flat Car and PS-5 Gondola. 


Pullman-Standard Car Manufacturing Company 
221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago 1, Illinois 
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Standardized 
freight cars— 
product of 

mass production 


economies and skills 
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AMERICAN RAILWAY SYSTEM 


WORLD’S LARGEST MANUFACTURER OF ROLLING STOCK 


PULLMAN - STANDAR 


CAR MANUFACTURING COMPANY 


SUBSIDIARY OF PULLMAN INCORPORATED 
221 NORTH LA SALLE STREET, CHICAGO 1, ILLINOIS 


BIRMINGHAM, PITTSBURGH, NEW YORK, SAN FRANCISCO 
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of property, 1.1, 1.1, 1.7, and 1.7; 
irriers of passengers, .2, 3, 2, and 
estic scheduled air carrier opera- 
2, 4, and .4, and pipelines under 
urisdiction, .2, .2, .2, and .2. 


erning the tabulation, the bureau 


road revenues shown in the table 
those from both passenger and 
services, but the motor carriers’ 
es are separated between the prop- 
1d passenger carriers. Air reve- 
re predominately passenger, and 
e revenues are exclusively in the 
category. These characteristics 
be considered in making compari- 
between the types of carriers. Thus, 
revenues might well be compared for 
yurposes with the combined total 
tor carriers of property and pas- 
i> 
venues of air lines are somewhat 
rstated because of the omission of 
heduled lines, which have assumed 
portance in recent years. Revenues of 
carriers subject to the Commis- 
sion’s jurisdiction were about $399 million 
n 1954, $452 million in 1955, and $476 
illion in 1956, but because only an in- 
eterminate portion of the total for-hire 
ater transportation is covered, and 
there have been changes in the extent 
nd nature of the coverage of the Com- 
mission’s figures, water-carrier data are 
mitted. The motor-carrier figures cover 
ly carriers holding operating authori- 
ies issued by the Commission. 
“Indices of revenues (1939-100) and 
atios of revenues to the national income 
for each class of carrier are also shown 
nthe table. Portions of transportation 
revenues which are paid to other indus- 
tries for supplies and services in turn 
mstitute income to those other indus- 
tries. As resulting duplications in in- 
me are largely eliminated in computing 
the national income, it would be erro- 
neous to state that the revenues of the 
transportation groups shown are percent- 
wes of the national income. The figures 
given are therefore useful only for com- 
arison of trends. 


“As the intent has been to present a 
mparison of intercity carriers, street 
railway operations are omitted, as are 
taxicabs and certain other groups for 
hich data are available. Unavoidably, 
lowever, some local operations are in- 
luded both in rail and motor figures.” 


Rail Rate Increases 


In a summary of estimates of overall 
percentage increases in freight rates au- 
thorized, from Ex Parte No. 148 to Ex 
Parte No. 206, inclusive, the bureau said 
the following: 

‘From time to time tables have ap- 
eared in Transport Economics showing 
this bureau’s estimates of the average 
ver-all percentage increases in freight 
rates authorized by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in various major rate 
ases decided since June 30, 1946. The 
latest estimates for country-wide over- 
ul results appeared in the August 1957 
sue and for regions and districts, in 
the September, 1957, issue. In view of the 
fact that requests have been received for 
‘ Summarization of these data through 
ind including the decision of August 6, 
1957, in the Ex Parte No. 206 proceed- 
ngs, the following summary table has 
ven prepared. 

“Ii should be emphasized that all of 
Me percentage figures shown in the 
‘able are based on very rough over-all 
stimates calculated by this bureau 
orily after the release of the Com- 


wate! 


mission’s reports in the various Ex Parte 
cases cited. 

“The estimated over-all percentage 
effects on freight rates of the basic in- 
creases authorized by the Commission, 
as shown in the table, assume that the 
same increases would be permitted by 
state authorities on intrastate traffic. 
In many instances the intrastate in- 
creases have failed in varying degrees 
to follow the upward pattern of the in- 
terstate increases. Consequently, the 
percentages are overstated to that ex- 
tent. Neither do they make allowance 
for numerous downward readjustments 
of authorized rates, which were made 
by the rail carriers on specific commodi- 
ties subsequent to the various general 
rate increases, to meet competition.” 

The table showed, among other things, 
that the estimated increase in freight 
rates as prescribed in the last Ex Parte 
No. 206 increase, effective August 26, 
1957, was 107.7 per cent over the level 
of rates in effect on June 30, 1946, for 
the nation as a whole. That percentage 
was broken down according to railroad 
districts as follows: Eas-ern District, 
114.2 per cent; Pocahontas Region 98.1 
per cent; Southern Region, 105.3 per 
cent, and Western District, 1024 per 
cent. 


Age of ‘Rail’ Cars 

In a tabulation of the age of freight 
and passenger-train cars, based on data 
compiled by the American Railway Car 
Institute, the bureau said: 

“Of the 1,706,112 freight cars in serv- 
ice on January 1, 1957, 40.40 per cent 
were over 20 years old and 24.21 per 
cent, over 30 years. Only 239,678 cars 
or 14.05 per cent of the total were less 
than 5 years old and 586,502 or 34.38 
per cent under 10 years of age. On Jan- 
uary 1, 1957, the average age (in years) 
of all freight-carrying cars was 19.19: 
covered hopper, 8.60; gondola, 17.90; box, 
18.03; flat, 20.76; hopper, 20.88; refrig- 
erator, 25.59; stock, 30.44; and tank, 
32.83 

“The average age of passenger-train 
cars (including both passenger carrying 
and non-passenger carrying cars) as of 
January 1, 1957, was 28.12 years as com- 
pared with 27.96 years on the same date 
in 1956. Only 4.74 per cent of the total 
were built during the last 5 years and 
28.82 per cent in the last 20 years; 68.52 
per cent were over 25 years of age and 
50.59 per cent over 30 years.” 

It stated that the method of grouping 
and the figures and statements in the 
tabulation were subject to qualification 
inasmuch as some of the cars had been 
rebuilt after the date of their original 
construction. Pullman Company cars 
were included in the passenger-car sta- 
tistics, the bureau said. 


Traffic on Ohio Turnpike 


Traffic on the Ohio turnpike in 1957 
totaled 11,264,285 vehicles and total in- 
come was $20,629,996.32, it has been re- 
ported by the Ohio Turnpike Commis- 
sion, which said these figures compared 
with the 1956 totals of 9,980,954 and 
$15,350,965.95, respectively. 

Making up the total traffic last year 
were 9,343,769 passenger cars and 1,920,- 
516 trucks, compared with 8,511,931 cars 
and 1,469,023 trucks in 1956, according 
to the commission. Total income of 
$16,380,904.10 in 1957 compared with $12,- 
581,935.82 in 1956, the commission said, 
adding that passenger cars paid $10,- 
832,803.30 and trucks paid $5,548,100.80 of 
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the 1957 total. In 1956 the car total was 
$8,648,212.22 and the truck contribution 
was $3,933,723.60. Total income before 
debt service was $15,097,570.88 last year 
as against $11,239,018.71 in 1956, the com- 
mission reported. 


Intercity Truck Tonnage 
For November, ‘57, Falls 
4.8% Below ‘56 Month 


The volume of intercity freight 
hauled by truck last November was 
down 4.8 per cent from November of 
1956 and down 144 per cent from 
October, 1957, the research depart- 
ment of the American Trucking As- 
sociations, Inc., has reported. 


Truck tonnage for the first 11 months 
of 1957, the A.T.A. said, showed a gain 
of 0.4 per cent over the same period of 
1956. The A.T.A. added: 

“Data are based on the research de- 
partment’s monthly survey of Class I 
and II intercity common carriers of gen- 
eral freight. Unadjusted figures cover 
the operations of 338 carriers, who repre- 
sent about one-third of this group. 
These 338 operators transported 4,211,679 
tons of general freight in November, 
1957, compared with 4,422,428 tons in 
November, 1956, and 4,928,868 tons in 
October, 1957. 

“Seven regions showed declines, the 
largest being 7.7 per cent in the central 
region. The southern region followed with 
a 7 per cent decrease. Other declines 
were middle Atlantic 4.5 per cent; Pacific, 
2.7 per cent; middlewestern, 2.5 per cent; 
northwestern, 1.6 per cent, and New 
England, 1.5 per cent. Gains of 8.1 and 
2.1 per cent were registered in the Rocky 
Mountain and southwestern regions, re- 
spectively. 

“Tonnages hauled by the 338 carriers 
for the first 11 months of 1957 was 49,- 
086,757, compared with 48,885,586 for 
1956. Eight regions show gains for the 
first 11 months of 1957 over 1956. The 
central region shows a 4.4 per cent de- 
cline for the 11-month period from the 
same period of 1956.” 

November tonnages by 
reported as follows: 


New England—28 carriers; 196,977 tons 
in 1957; 199,898 tons in 1956; down 1.45 
per cent. 


Middle Atlantic—66 carriers; 
tons in 1957; 
4.5 per cent. 


Central—110 carriers; 1,542,519 tons in 
1957; 1,671,730 tons in 1956; down 7.7 per 
cent. 

Southern—44 carriers: 
1957; 
cent. 

Northwestern—16 carriers; 256,940 tons 
in 1957; 261,036 tons in 1956; down 1.6 
per cent. 


Middlewestern—22 carriers; 202,005 
tons in 1957; 207,098 tons in 1956; down 
2.5 per cent. 


Southwestern—17 carriers; 329,534 tons 
in 1957; 322,799 tons in 1956; up 2.1 per 
cent. 


Rocky Mountain—10 carriers; 121,865 
tons in 1957; 112,732 tons in 1956; up 8.1 
per cent. 

Pacific—25 carriers; 225,356 tons in 


1957; 231,677 tons in 1956; down 2.7 per 
cent. 


regions were 


738,589 
773,168 tons in 1956; down 


597,894 tons in 
642,290 tons in 1956; down 7 per 
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Canadian Loadings in ‘57 
Fell 8.3 Per Cent From 
Record Established in ‘56 


Cars of revenue freight loaded op 
railroad lines in Canada in 195) 
totaled 4,037,381, a decline of 8.3 per 
cent from the all-time high of 4- 
402,830 loaded in 1956, the Dominion 
Bureau of Statistics, Ottawa, Can- 
ada, has reported. 


The bureau said the principal . 
modities showing decreases were: grair 


359,291 cars (‘versus 454,903 in 1956 
grain products, 120,537 (132,816); coal 
240,771 (267,556): non-ferrous ores and 
concentrates, 143,662 (165,476); crude 
petroleum, 24,306 (41,341); timber an 


plywood, 188,960 (222,281; pulpwood, 170. 
621 (189,581), and merchandise, L.CL 
658,774 (712,750). “Other” mine product 
was the principal commodity requiring 
more cars, increasing from 138,485 in 195¢ 
to 154,547 in 1957, the agency said. 

The number of revenue cars received 
from connections in 1957 decreased 7 pe: 
cent, from 1,741,024 in 1956 to 1,619,078 

Also, the bureau said that the number 
of cars loaded in the final 10 days of 
1957 decreased 12.2 per cent from th: 
same period in December of 1956, fron 
75,226 to 66,038. The decline was said 
to be due mainly to fewer loadings of 
grain, 6,149 cars (as against 8,402 in 
1956); coal, 4,656 (7,105); non-ferrous 
ores and concentrates, 2,725 (3,818 
“other” mine products, 1,561 (2,215) 
pulpwood, 2,835 (4,149). The principal 
class of freight showing an increase was 
miscellaneous carload commodities, in- 
creasing from 4,943 to 5,540. Cars re- 
ceived from connections fell 205 per 
cent, from 40,248 to 31,994. 

Loadings were down 8.7 per cent in the 
eastern division, from 48,514 to 44312 
cars, and were down 18.7 per cent in the 
west, from 26,712 to 21,726 cars. Receipts 
from connections declined 18.9 per cent 
in the east from 35,800 to 29,032 car 
and were down 33.4 per cent in the west 
from 4,448 to 2,962 cars. 


First Week of January 


In the first seven days of January, the 
agency, said the number of cars loaded 
by Canadian railways totaled 50,115, a 
increase of 14 per cent over the 43,959 
loaded in the same period of 1957, whe! 
a strike affected the total. Receipts fron 
connections in the first week of this yea! 
rose from 22,403 to 22,803. 

Loadings in the eastern division rost 
8.9 per cent, from 29,513 to 32,153 cars 
and climbed 24.3 per cent in the west 
from 14,446 to 17,962. Receipts from con- 
nections were up in the east from 20,324 
to 17,962, and were up in the west from 
2,079 to 2,292. 

The bureau said that with its initial 
issue of 1957 certain commodities “which 
have assumed considerable importance 
during recent years have been reported 
separately, increasing the number 0 
items from 41 to 48.” 

“Wheat and other grain, which 
formerly included in grain,” the bureal 
said, “have now been separated into tw 
distinct commodity classes. Non-ferrous 
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ier mine products (non-metallic), 


wh iiscellaneous carload commodities 
ha n separated into scrap and waste 


met hemicals and acids, N.OS., and 
mi uneous carload commodities not 
accounted for otherwise.” 

The bureau also said that as of the 


firs the year its report would include 
arloadings reported by four additional 
railways for the first time, raising the 


number of Class I and II roads con- 
tributing to the report from 19 to 23. 

“The effect of including these four 
\ " said the agency “was to in- 
rease Carloading totals by approximately 


1 per cent.” 


Cars Unloaded at U.S. Ports 
Decline 3% in ‘57 From ‘56 


Carloads of export and coastal freight, 
exclusive of coal and coke, unloaded at 
Atlantic, Gulf and Pacific ports in 1957 
totaled 1,104,087, compared with 1,138,512 
n 1956, a decrease of 34,425 cars, or 3 
per cent, according to a compilation 
issued by E. P. Miller, manager of port 
traffic of the car service division of the 
Association of American Railroads. 
Export grain accounted for 11 per cent 
f the decline, falling from 317,289 cars 
in 1956 to 282,250 last year, while cars of 
export freight, other than grain, rose 1 
per cent, from 709,068 in 1956 to 716,371 
n 1957. In the coastal trade, 105,466 
ars were unloaded in 1957, a drop of 6 


pr cent from the 112,155 of a year 
previously. 
Export and coastal freight at Great 


Lakes ports fell 2 per cent in 1957 from 
1956, totaling 1,115,278 last year as against 
1,138,512 in 1956. Export grain fell 11 
per cent, from 317,289 to 282,250; export 
freight, other than grain, went up 2 per 
ent, from 709,068 to 720,508, and coastal 
trade rose 0.3 per cent, from 112,155 to 
112,520 


Airline Business Transactions 


Airline business transactions through 
the Airlines Clearing House in November 
ere up 8.19 per cent compared with the 
ame month of 1956, according to the 
Air Transport Association of America. 
The association said the total interline 
usiness transacted last November was 
$62,761,760.24, compared with $58,006,460- 
Jl in November, 1956. 


Rail Financial Data 


At the end of October, 1957, Class I 
railroads, exclusive of switching and ter- 
minal companies, had total current as- 
sets Of $3,309,440,766, including $744,- 
194.333 in cash, and $891,667,576 in tem- 
porary cash investments, as compared 
with assets of $3,586,632,689, including 
4sh of $834,127,638, and temporary cash 
‘vestments of $1,017,029,152, at the end 
' October, 1956, according to statement 
», Selected income and balance sheet 
ems of those roads, prepared by the 
Com nission’s Bureau of Transport Eco- 
homics and Statistics. 


The statement showed that $413,448,- 
l4.f funded debt would mature within 
he vear from the end of October, 1957. 
‘his compared with funded debt of $360,- 
‘1,498 matured in the comparable pe- 
nod of 1956. 

Tctal current liabilities stood at $2,- 
{15,572,790 at the end of October, 1957, 


position reports at 
186,000 miles per second! 


Five separate times daily, the exact location of 
every barge in tow of a Federal Barge Lines 
towboat is radioed to FBL’s St. Louis dispatch- 


ing office. 


severe wseggenminec nineteen ae Vs a8 


This means that, at any time, FBL can tell you | 
where your shipment is, almost to the exact mile 3 
... tell you with progressively increasing accuracy | 
exactly when your shipment will reach destination. 


That’s transportation service. That’s our business. : 
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as against $2,088,170,563 at the end of 
October, 1956. Included in the current 
liabilities was accrued tax liability of 
$622,788,837 at the end of October, 1957. 
US. Government taxes accounted for 
$411,321,082 of the accrued tax liability 
at the end of October, 1957 as compared 
with $480,956,745 at the end of October, 
1956. 


‘Advance Bulletins’ Issued 


The Commission has issued advance 
bulletins Nos. 8, 9, and 10, volume II, as 
supplements to its “Interstate Com- 
merce Acts Annotated.” The bulletins 
are issued at “frequent intervals,” the 
Commission said, in order to provide 


Jus t Released! 


THE DIGEST OF SELECTED CASES ON 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE REGULATION 


| HIS brand new booklet, authored by Newton Morton, Assist- 
ant Professor of Transportation at Kent State University, is one of 
the most important compilations of digests of significant I.C.C. and 


court decisions ever published. 


Described as a summary of significant decisions of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and Courts in transportation cases, this 
booklet lists these cases in alphabetical order in such a manner that 
interested parties can easily locate the pertinent points in each 


decision. 





annotations covering legislation, regula- 
tions, and court and Commission deci- 
sions as currently as possible. 


Freight Car Installations 
Totaled 99,290 in 1957 


Installations of new freight cars last 
year were the second highest since 1925, 
being exceeded only by the 112,640 in- 
stalled in 1948, it has been announced 
jointly by the Association of American 
Railroads and the American Railway 
Car Institute. Total installations in 1957, 
they said, were 99,290. 

These figures include revenue freight 
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cars, non-revenue cars, tank cars, } 
tenance-of-way equipment and cas of 
private owners, as different from an: the; 
A.A.R. report on installations on { 
revenue freight cars (see story elsew her 
in this issue). 

Deliveries of all types of new freight 
cars to the railroads in December to. 
taled 6,174, the A.A.R. and A.R.C.I. said 
compared with 7,142 in November, 1957 
and 7,260 in December, 1956. 

Their report continued: 

“Orders for new freight cars amounte 
to 3,492 in December, 1957, compare 
with 1,070 in November, 1957, and 4.99 
in December, 1956. 

“For the whole year of 1957, orde: 
taled 42,051, compared with 39,994 
1956 and 163,033 in 1955. 

“The backlog of cars on order an 
undelivered totaled 55,941 on January |! 
1958, compared with 59,194 on Decembs 
1 and 117,257 on January 1, 1957.” 














































The area of transportation regulation is one of the most interest- 
ing, yet confusing segments of the entire industry. This booklet by 
Professor Morton will aid the experienced as well as the neophythe 
gain a better understanding of the points involved. 


This is a booklet every traffic and transportation executive should 
have in his desk for handy reference. To make this easy we have 
deliberately kept the cost of this booklet low 
At this price it makes sense to order one of these excellent booklets 
for all of the executives within your organization. 






only 50¢ a copy. 
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815 Washington Bidg. 
Washington 5, D. C. 
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Please send me _ 


. copies of the “Digest of Selected Cases on Interstate Commerce 
Regulation” by Professor Newton Morton. They are to be billed as 50¢ a copy. 
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Address... 
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1,316 New Locomotive Units 
installed in Service in ‘57 


Class I railroads put 1,316 new loco- 
motive units in service in 1957 com- 
pared with 1,453 units in 1956, the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads has an- 
nounced. Of the number installed 
1957, the A.A.R. said, 1,312 were diesel- 
electric and four were electric. In th 
preceding year, 1,445 were diesel-elec- 
tric and eight were electric. 


“Class I railroads had 443 locomotive 
units on order on January 1, 1958, o/ 
which 413 were diesel-electric and % 
were gas turbine-electric,” the AAR 
said. “On January 1, 1957, there wer 
814 new locomotive units on order, of 
which 780 were diesel-electric, 30 ga 
turbine-electric and four electric 

“New locomotive unit installations i: 
December, 1957, totaled 81, all of whic! 
were diesel-electric. In December 1956 
there were 110 locomotive units installed 
of which 107 were diesel-electric and 
three were electric.” 



































Freight Car Supply Report 

US. railroads reported an averagt 
daily surplus of 96,173 freight cars and 
an average daily shortage of 48 freight 
cars in the week ended January 11, com- 
pared with a surplus of 96,496 car 
and a shortage of 20 cars in the week 
ended January 4, according to the car 
service division of the Association 0 
American Railroads. 


Making up the surplus in the latest pe- 
riod were 31,854 plain box cars, 149 aul 
box, 16,797 gondola, 8,540 hopper (in- 
cludes 4,187 covered), 4,353 stock, 2,64 
flat, 4,624 refrigerator and 368 miscella- 
neous cars. Shortages of only two types 
of cars were reported—plain hopper, 4 
and miscellaneous, 44. 
































Rail Statement Corrected 


The Commission’s Bureau of Accounts 
Cost Finding and Va!uation has issued 4 
correction of its statement No. 5-57, en- 
titled “Distribution of the Rail Revenue 
Contribution by Commodity Groups- 
1955,” in which, it says, a transpose 
decimal point resulted in “considerabl) 
overstated” costs being assigned to fou 
commodity classes. 

The bureau said that the error was i0 
the applied unit cost for loss and da 
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ments, and that as a result, the 








mae ed out-of-pocket costs should be 


redl and the indicated contribution 
+o burden should be increased.” 

The bureau restated table No. 10 of 
the tement, designated as “Revenue 
Contribution to Burden and Other Data, 
Commodity Classes and Territorial 
nts,” and involving figures for 
efractories, artificial stone, man- 
and miscellaneous, and all 
ties 


fac es 


Carload Waybill Statistics 


The Commission has issued two state- 

ments both entitled “Carload Waypbill 
tics, 1956, Mileage Block Distribu- 
Traffic and Revenue by Commodity 
Class, Territorial Movement, and Type 
{ Rate.” 
MB-1, deals with “Products of Agricul- 
ture,” the other, MB-2, with “Animals 
und Products.” Both statements were 
repared by the Commission’s Bureau of 
Transport Economics and Statistics, and 
ere described as containing one per 
ent samples of terminations 
Statement MB-1 consists of 85 
ind MB-2 of 39 pages. 


Staus 


pages, 


Education 


Houston U. Plans Course 


On Digital Computer Use 


The 
puter 


Transportation Industry Com- 
Institute, designed to acquaint 


transportation officials with the uses and | 


applications of digital computers, will be 
presented February 24 and 25 by the 
University of Houston. 

The university said the fee for the 
ourse, the theme of which will be “The 
Transportation Man and Electronic Com- 
puter,” was $22. Information may be ob- 
tained from the institute chairman, E. A. 
Stebbins, P. O. Box 2445, Houston 1, Tex. 
Co-sponsors are the Houston chapter 
{ the Delta Nu Alpha Transportation 
Fraternity, the Traffic Club of Houston, 
the Propeller Club of the Port of Hous- 
ton, the department of trade and trans- 


portation of the university’s college of | 


business and the University Computing 
and Data Processing Center. 


Syracuse U. to Present 


Fleet Supervision Course 


A conference on “Effective Fleet Su- 
pervision,” the fourth annual such con- 
erence sponsored by Syracuse (N.Y.) 
University, will be held on all but one 
Wednesday night from February 19 
through May 7 at University College, 
Syracuse, the university has announced. 

Classes will be held from 7 to 9 p.m., 


vith the dates, the topics and the speak- | 


efs (0 be: 

February 19—“Communication,” Dr. 
Allen B. Dickerman, assistant professor 
roduction management in the col- 
lege of business administration. 


F bruary 26—“Use of Records,” Charles | 
vice-president operations of | 


Paliano, 
Bos. -Linco Lines. 

March 5—‘“Driver Selection,” William 
Mo ley, assistant regional manager of 


Ass ciated Transport, Inc. 


One statement, designated as —— 


in 1956. | 


March 12—“Driver Training,” Willis G. 
Cross, supervisor of the safety depart- 
ment of the Grange League Foundation. 

March 19—‘“Driver Supervision and 
Morale,” Charles Ray, vice-president of 
Markel Service. 

March 26—‘Maintenance,” Frank E. 
Cordone, vice-president—maintenance of 
the Syracuse Transit Corp. 

April 9—‘“Non-Vehicular Accidents,” 
Gilbert W. Hardy, supervisor engineer of 
the Lumberman’s Mutual Insurance Co. 

April 16—“You and Your Insurance.” 
Robert F. Gilmour, manager of the engi- 
neering department of the Utica Mutual 
Insurance Co. 

April 23—‘““Terminal Management,” 
Kepler Vincent, terminal manager for 
Central New York Freightways, and 
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“Loss and Damage,” Bernard Coon, of 
the loss and damage department of Cen- 
tral New York Freightways. 

April 30—“Operations and Profits,” 
with the moderator of a panel to be 
J. Charles Durkin, of Transportation 
Consultants, Inc. 

May 7—‘Putting the Program to 
Work,” Amos E. Neyhart, of the insti- 
tute of public safety at Pennsylvania 
State University. 

The cost of the course, sponsored with 
the university by Allied Transportation 
Industries Association, Inc., and the 
commercial vehicle safety section of the 
chamber of commerce, is $35, which in- 
cludes tuition, registration fee and mate- 
rials. Information may be obtained from 
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Use BzO's great tri-ports—New YORK, 
PHILADELPHIA, BALTIMORE 


e Overseas shipping can become snarled in delays 
and mix-ups. To get a true bearing on foreign 
freight, try the ease of shipping via B&O’s tri-ports 
—New York, Philadelphia and Baltimore. Each is 
geared for importer and exporter satisfaction, and 
each enjoys the smooth teamwork of B&O traffic, 
operating and terminal people. In addition, your 
shipments benefit by dependable scheduling be- 
tween plant and shipside—with B&O Sentinel 
Service for carloads, Time Saver Service for LCL 
and Tofcee Service for trailer-on-flat-car freight. 
Ship the easy, flexible way—via B&O tri-port 
facilities. Ask our man! 


Foreign Freight Representatives at: 
NEW YORK Phone: Digby 4-1600 


BALTIMORE 





Phone: LExington 


PHILADELPHIA Phone: Rittenhouse 6-4500 WASHINGTON Phone: REpublic 7-6500 


9-0400 CHICAGO Phone: WAbash 2-2211 


BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILROAD 
® Constantly doing things—better! 
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3 Automatic Yards 


“Push button” facilities at Mil- 
waukee, at Bensenville, just west 
of Chicago and at St. Paul-Minne- 
apolis, save thousands of car days 
for shippers. Ask your Milwaukee 
Road representative for details. 








Call McLean for 
“KNOW-HOW” SERVICE 


Along the Eastern Seaboard 
and in the Midwest — or 
write McLean Trucking Com- 
pany, Box 213, 
Salem, N. C 


Winston- 
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"We pull tor Industry" 
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Southern Pacific 
serves more of the 
West and Southwest 
than any other 
railroad. 




















Southern Pacific 


The West's Largest Transportation System 


























Prof. Burton B. Crandall, 105 Slocum 
Hall, Syracuse University, Syracuse 10, 
N.Y. 


Hall’s Motor Co. Sets Up 
College Scholarship Plan 


Hall’s Motor Transit Co., Sunbury, Pa., 
has announced the establishment of a 
college scholarship program in the area 
it serves—Pennsylvania, New York, New 
Jersey, Ohio, Maryland and the District 
of Columbia 

The program, according to the com- 
pany, is being administered by the Na- 
tional Merit Scholarship Corp., an in- 
dependent non-profit organization which 
administers a nationwide system of 
scholarships. High school students will 
be chosen on the basis of standards set 
up within the program. 

John N. Hall, president of the com- 
pany, said the first four-year award win- 
ner would be announced in May 


Services 
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Wayne U. Offers Courses 
In Materials Managemen 


Sixty courses in management, s« 
and technology will be offered by th» 
Materials Management Center at Wavng 
State University, some at the in 
campus in Detroit and some at thre 
suburban centers, the university has an- 
nounced. Classes will begin the week of 
February 3. 









Sixteen courses will be presente: 
the Centerline center, four at D 
River in Wyandotte and five at |! 
ford Township. 


The university said registrations, by 
mail or in person, would be accepted 
through February 1. The fee for each 
course is $28, plus $2 for library and 
activities. Information may be obtained 
from the center, Wayne State University 
4801 Third Avenue, Detroit 2, Mich 





and Products 





Tank Truck Transport for Liquefied Petroleum 
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This 8,800-gallon tank truck transport designed for delivery of liquefied petroleum gas has been 


built by the Delta Tank Manufacturing Co., Inc., for Trailmobile, Inc. 


Delta says the unit will help 


in deliveries of city-type gas for convenience to suburban and rural areas in which LP-gas is used for 


New Air-Type Suspension 
Now on Brown Trailers 


Brown Trailers, Inc., of 
“Cushionair Suspension” now 


able on all of its aluminum trailers. 


heating, cooking and water heating. 


Spokane, 
Wash., has announced that its model 204 
is avail- 


The company said testing of the air- 
type suspension was begun just over a 
year ago, and that since then all tests 
have been applied. Brown said that suc- 
cessful operation of the suspension under 


various kinds of road and load conditions 


had shown the “Cushionair Suspension” 


to be a “profitable answer to the need 
for smooth, shockless cargo transporta- 
tion.” 


C. & E. |. Faster Service 


The Chicago & Eastern Illinois R 
road on January 6 began a fast fre 
schedule in connection with the Miss 
Illinois Railroad via Salem, Ill. D. O 


Mathews, president of the C. & E. L., said 
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ngement would save 24 hours on 
ty noving via the C. & E. I. from 
Ch Ill., and eastern points to and 
tinations on the Missouri Pacific 
Missouri-Illinois railroads in the 
st. He said the arrangement was 
he ial step in a program designed to 
pet freight service for the railroad’s 
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Pittsburgh-Cleveland Runs 
To Be Reduced by P. & L. E. 


The Pittsburgh & Lake Erie Railroad 
a uynounced that, in conjunction with 
ie Railroad, it will discontinue one 
train in each direction between Pitts- 
Pa., and Cleveland, O., effective 

January 26 
trains to be discontinued are No 
out of Pittsburgh at 12:30 p.m., 
Youngstown, O., 2 pm. and 
and 3:30 p.m., and Train No. 26, 
it of Cleveland 1:40 p.m., arriving 
stown 3:11 p.m. and Pittsburgh 

4:40 m 


The Pittsburgh & Lake Erie said its at — 


f-pocket, above-the-rail loss on the 
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trains was $32,135 for 1957 






Elevating Loader Unit San Francisco: 141 Battery St. Steamship Company ) 
Said to Equalize Height New York: 21-24 State St. THE PACIFIC COAST DIRECT LINE ) 
The Lodige Manufacturing Corp., New Los Angeles: 612 South Flower St. ) 
York, N.Y., has announced the develop- Represented by Hinkins Steamship Agency, Inc., at . 
nt of a new elevating loader unit, the Tacoma: Tacoma Bldg. , 
Express,” which the company says func- Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, Rochester . 
sas a mobile, adjustable loading dock Seattle: Pier 28 


i work platform to speed loading op- 
ations and material movement or to 
vide stable, elevated platform for fiat | eee : eS ee tae 
erhead operations. 
The company says the unit is particu- 
valuable where permanent docks 
we not available, where they vary in 
ight from standard or for bridging be- 
een docks or carriers. 

Operated with positive pin-point con- 
rol, the unit accurately equalizes height 
ifferences up to 10 feet from base level,” 
vs Lodige 

The “Express” fully equipped with in- 
tlocking safety devices and push-but- 
‘on controls, is available in standard ca- 
wcities of one and a half, two, three and 

lalf and six tons, the company says, 


and Pittsburgh i 
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1,700 pages, many illustrations, Buckram 
bound, this four volume series is the 
official text material of the College of 
Advanced Traffic and has also been selected 
by many leading Traffic Club study groups, 
Colleges and Universities. 













Mack Cab-Forward Model 


College of Advanced Traffic 
22 West Madison St., Chicago 2, Ill. 





Single volumes may be purchased at $7.50 each. Complete set of four volumes $30.00 












[] Vol. 1 [) Vol. 2 [] Vol. 3 [} Vol. 4 [] Set of 4 Vols. 


















ts new cab-forward ‘N’ model truck, says 
Yock Trucks, Inc., is adaptable both for light 
*¢ heavy hauling in cities or over the road. 
fost and easy servicing the cab employs the 
principle in which a spring balance ar- 
ement allows the entire cab to be tilted 
word and returned to position by a touch, 
ak says. The company added that the cabs 
available with either gasoline or diesel 
engines. 
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can manufacturers find 
an ideal plant site? 
By checking on the 


hundreds of acres of 


stockpiled land offered 
by T. P. & W.!’ 
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“HALF-LIFE?” 


Turn to Page 9 


adding that platform sizes range from 
4 feet 2 inches by 8 feet 4 inches to 5 feet 
10 inches by 11 feet 8 inches. Capaci- 
ties and sizes also can be made to spe- 
cific requirements, the company said 


Charles Pascarella Forms 


Transport Consultant Firm 


The formation of the Transportation 
Management Co., New York, N.Y., to act 
as consultant in transportation manage- 
ment and labor relations, has been an- 
nounced by Charles A. Pascarella, form- 
erly general traffic manager of Francis 
H. Leggett & Co. 

Mr. Pascarella has been transportation 
consultant for the last 25 years to the 
National American Wholesale Grocers 
Association and to the Association of 
Food Distributors. He was a director of 
the Empire State Highway Transporta- 
tion Association, president and a member 
of the executive committee of the Pri- 
vate Carrier Conference of the American 
Trucking Associations, Inc., and chair- 
man of the private carrier committee of 
the Transportation Council of Commerce 
& Industry Association of New York 


United Sets Two Records 


United Air Lines, Inc., reports that in 
December it flew more mail ton miles 
than in any previous month in its history 
and also set a new record for December 
in revenue passenger miles. 

Robert E. Johnson, vice-president and 
assistant to the president, said that es- 
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timated figures showed that Unite 4 
3,355,000 mail ton miles in the mont 
rise of 8 per cent over the same 

in 1956, and that it flew 370,938,00( 
nue passenger miles in the month, y 
per cent over the previous Decembe 


New P.I.E. Route to Speed 
Chicago-West Coast Service 


Another route to its transcontinentg) 
service to be used on through schedule 
between Chicago, Ill, and the Pacifiy 
coast has been added by Pacific Inter. 
mountain Express, it has announced 


The route, through Sioux City, Ia., ang 
Rawlins, Wyo., will cut 75 miles off dis. 
tance and will simplify operating proce. 
dures, according to C. G. Zwingle, vire- 
president—operations. Regular service t& 
Denver, Colo., and other points will no 
be affected, Mr. Zwingle said, except that 
“further improvements will be possib 
with the separation of transcontinenta 
schedules from local operations.” 


New Cargo Liner Sails 


Entrance of a new cargo liner | 
around-the-world service has been an- 
nounced by the Moller Steamship C 
Inc., of New York. The new ship, the 
M.S. “Laust Maersk,” started her maider 
voyage January 8 in Copenhagen an 
will leave New York on February 4 for 
the Far East, destined for Yokohama 
Nagoya, Kobe, Osaka, Keelung, Hong 
Kong, Saigon, Bangkok, Djakarta, Sing- 


McCoy Completes Terminal Addition at Waterloo, Ia. 
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This addition to the main office and terminal building at Waterloo, la., of McCoy Truck Lines, In: 

increases the receiving and shipping floor space to more than 10,000 square feet, according to 

Joseph E. Hall, president. He says the terminal now can handle 26 trucks and semi-trailers at one 

time and that all freight within the terminal is moved on rubber-wheel tow carts, individual ship 
ments never touching the floor. 


T.1.M.E. to Erect Terminal at Cincinnati 


Incorporating what the company says is modern design with the latest mechanical developments '" 

freight handling is this terminal to be built at Cincinnati, O., by T.I.M.E., Inc. The motor carrie’ 

says the terminal will include a dock 80 by 160 feet, large office quarters and maintenance shops 

with buildings and property representing an expenditure of more than $335,000. It will accom 

modate 32 trucks simultaneously and will have new-type doors which roll under the overhang whe" 
not in use, says T.1.M.E. Construction will start immediately, it adds. 
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t Baton Rouge, lLa., 


ad railroad flat cars. Donald Crain, 





ve this large reformate fractionator made by the Delta Tank Manufacturing Co. at its 
to the Sinclair Refining Co 
traffic 
tower—the largest single piece of equipment ever shipped out of Lovisiana—finally was 
n the two special cars connected to a standard 
only in daylight hours, the tower was taken to Shreveport, La 
Railroad and then was moved on to Houston on the Southern Pacific, Mr 


refinery at Houston required two 400,000- 
Delta, that the 538,494- 


manager for said 


idler’ car. Shipped on a special! train 
on the Lovisiana & Arkansas 
Crain said 
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February 6; Newport News, 
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0, Ia. . 
Rio Grande Improvements 
In ‘58 to Total $7.5 Million 
The Denver & Rio Grande Western 
Railroad plans to spend $7.5 million in 
1958 for improvements to plant and 
. equipment, according to G. B. Aydelott, 
J president 
-. He said the largest single item was the 


irchase of 300 new all-steel triple-hop- 
per freight cars for $3,006,500, delivery of 
which is to begin in March. 
Other highlights of the program, ac- 


Mr. Aydelott, include: 
miles of new 119- and 133- 
l rail; a 45-mile installation of cen- 
ralized traffic control on the Royal 
7orge route; a line relocation near Max- 
yell Utah, to eliminate several sharp 
’ numerous passing track exten- 
ind other track changes to expe- 
ute train movements and increase, plus 


ruck Lines, Inc 
ot, according t 
i-trailers at one 
individual ship 


ng to 


Fifteen 










hew trackage to serve industries; new 
facilities and equipment for servicing 
passenger trains; new scientific equip- 





ment for the research laboratory to as- 






ist in nuclear and other studies; new 
‘relight cars and extensive improvements 
t isting cars, and numerous other 






lems for track and structure improve- 
ment, work equipment, shop machinery 
and communication facilities. 













sachusetts Truck Terminal 


The Hartford Transportation Co., Inc., 
igton, Conn., has announced that 
Wi | erect a terminal at Indian Orchard, 
Mas, at a cost of approximately $125,000. 
eduled for completion by April 1, 
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‘he motor carrie 
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the terminal will have 9,600 square feet 
and will provide for the accommodation 
of loading and unloading of 35 vehicles, 
according to the company 


Southern Gives Property 
To S.C. Ports Authority 


The South Carolina States Ports Au- 
thority has announced the transfer to it, 
free of charge, of 137 acres of water- 
front properties at the Port of Charles- 
ton by the Southern Railway Co. 

The ports authority said that with the 
transfer it began switching operations 
on January 1 serving the United Fruit 
Co. banana pier and other facilities. It 
added that a switching locomotive was 
leased from the Southern so service 
could continue uninterrupted. 


In the January issue of “South Caro- 
lina Port News,” the authority’s publica- 
tion, the ports authority said the proper- 
ties included the railroad’s banana pier 
under lease to United Fruit and the site 
of the former Southern coal tipple, as 
well as considerable trackage. The prop- 
erties, the announcement said, were ap- 
praised at more than $1.5 million. 


Braniff South American Flights 


Twice-weekly non-stop flights will be 
begun February 6 between Houston and 
Havana by Braniff Airways, Inc., the air- 
line has announced. It said two round- 
trip flights a week would be operated 
between Dallas, Houston, Havana, Pana- 
ma, Lima and other points in South 
America. 


‘Captain’s Flagship’ Extension 


American Airlines, Inc., has announced 
that its exclusive luxury service, “The 
Captain’s Flagship,” will be extended on 
February 2 to include the non-stop route 
between Washington, D.C., and Chicago, 
Til. 

Wide passenger acceptance of the serv- 
ice—in effect several months between 
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New York, N.Y., and Chicago and be- 
tween New York and Detroit, Mich— 
prompted the extension, said Charles R 
Speers, senior vice-president—-sales. 


Additional 
Transport 
Items 


New Directory Published 


For Great Lakes Users 


The 1958 “Seaway Maritime Direc- 
tory,” a 500-page pocket-size guide book 
listing more than 30,000 individuals and 
companies connected with Great Lakes 
shipping, has been published by the Sea- 
way Publishing Co., St. Clair, Mich. 

Ports represented in the first edition 
are Buffalo, Chicago, Cleveland, Detroit, 
Duluth-Superior, Erie, Hamilton, Ke- 
nosha, Milwaukee, Montreal, St. Clair 
River District, Toledo and Toronto. 

The supervisor and editor is Henry Ma- 
day, former editor of Bresser’s Cross- 
Index Directory, Detroit. The cost of 
the publication, which is to be published 
yearly, is $20. 


Two Are First to Retire 


From Jones Truck Lines 


The Jones Truck Lines, Inc., Spring- 
dale, Ark., has announced that two of 
its employes have become the first to 
retire from the company. The men, 
presented sets of silverware by the com- 
pany president, Harvey Jones, are Jack 
Weber and Harry Turgeon 

Mr. Weber, who began his career in 
transportation in 1900, joined Jones 
Truck Lines in 1941 and has been at its 
St. Louis office since then. Mr. Turgeon 
has been in the motor transport field 
since 1934, joining Jones in 1948. With 
the company he has been at the offices 
in Kansas City, Mo. 


Western Express Honored 
For Accident-Free Record 


The Western Express Co., Cleveland, 
has announced that it has been awarded 
the “President’s Trophy” in honor of its 
recent completion of 2 million miles of 
accident-free over-the-road operations. 

The company said that the award, pre- 
sented recently by Transportation Un- 
derwriters, Inc., sponsor, was for the rec- 
ord set in 96 days of operation recently 
on highways between Toledo, O., and 
Boston through New York state. 

“This is the grand prize of trucking, 
awarded only once before, and comes on 
the heels of our two previous ‘1-million- 
mile, no-accident’ awards in 1954 and 
1956 .. . an unprecedented performance,” 
said John W. DeVenne, president. 


Air Express Contest Winner 


The grand prize winner has been 
selected in the three-month “Air Express 





Incentive Program” sponsored by the air 
express division of the Railway Express 
Agency, Inc., and the 33 scheduled US 
airlines, it has been announced by C. 
Charles Gaudio, general manager of the 
division. The winner is John F. Kelly, 
R.E.A. truck driver in New York. 

For his efforts in the contest, designed 
to stimulate air express sales, Mr. Kelly 
received a cash award. The contest ran 
in September, October and November. 





Bibliography Is Concerned 
With Sea Cargo Transport 


“Containerization in Maritime Trans- 
portation of General Cargo, a Partial 
Bibliography,” has been published by the 
National Academy of Sciences—National 
Research Council, Washington, D.C. It 
says the 25-page booklet was prepared 
as part of a study of containerization 
undertaken by its Maritime Cargo 
Transportation Conference at the re- 
quest of the Departments of Commerce 
and Defense. 


The academy said the bibliography 
was “somewhat selective” in content, 
emphasizing articles and studies of a 
quantitiative nature, with consideration 
given to availability. It added that the 
publication, “in view of the increasing 
interest evinced by the shipping indus- 
try, government and others concerned 
with maritime cargo transportation,” 





TRAFFIC 


was being made available to the | 
Information may be obtained from the 

National Academy of Sciences—Na‘ ona) 

Research Council, Washington 25, Dc 


Spain Buys 14 Locomotives 
Used by Alaska Railroad 


Fourteen steam locomotives former); 
used by the Alaska Railroad have beer 
sold to Spain for use on the Railwa) 
Company of Langreo, it has been an- 
nounced by R. H. Bruce, superintendent 
of operations for the Alaskan Railroad 

The locomotives were to have been 
sold in 1955 to the Korean government 
but the order was canceled, Mr. Bruce 
said. He said the transaction with Spain 
was opened in 1956 but that the Nor- 
wegian ship scheduled to ship them was 
diverted because of the Suez Canal crisis 
last year. 

The sale was arranged with the Span- 
ish government through the Genera 
Services Administration and the Interna- 
tional Cooperation Administration, Mr 
Bruce said, adding: 

“With shipment of the 14 locomotive 
to Spain, the Alaska Railroad now ha: 
one steam locomotive of the 500 class 
converted to an oil burner, on a stand- 
by basis at Whittier, to use in emer- 
gencies. Five other steam locomotives 
also of the 500 class, have been re- 
tired...” 








Personal News 


The International Milling Co., Min- 
neapolis, has appointed Karl Witman to 
the position of traffic manager at Cleve- 
land. He formerly was rate clerk at the 
company’s mill at Buffalo, N.Y. 


Howard Speliman, traffic manager of 
international sales for the Radio Cor- 
poration of America, has announced his 
retirement after 50 years with R.C.A. 
and its predecessor company, the Victor 
Talking Machine Co. In his career, Mr. 
Spellman has been president for a total 
of 25 terms of major transportation or- 
ganizations. 


William T. Lowe, traffic manager of 
the American Window Glass Co., Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., will retire this month after 
54 years of service. His successor will 
be Arthur W. Holmes, heretofore assist- 
ant to the traffic manager and an em- 
ploye of the company since 1939. 


R. H. Heilman, formerly general traf- 
fic manager for the A. O. Smith Corp., 
has been appointed corporate director 
of transportation, involving over-all re- 
sponsibility for the company’s works at 
Milwaukee. In a realignment of the Mil- 
waukee traffic department, the company 
has made G. T. Brewer traffic manager 
of rates, with jurisdiction over freight 
rates, routings and allied functions. V. 
W. Watzin takes over the assignment of 
traffic manager of services, which in- 
volves expediting, tracing, car supply, 





clearances, reservations and switching 
Mr. Heilman has been with the company 
since 1938. 


| CARRIERS | 


Rail—— 


On January 1, John P. Gunther became 
assistant freight traffic manager for the 
Kansas City Southern Lines, with head- 
quarters in Kansas City, Mo. 


The board of directors of the Centra! 
of Georgia Railway Co. has appointed 
Lyman H. Barry as comptroller, effective 
February 1, to succeed Judge H. L. Ful- 
ton, Jr., who is retiring. Mr. Barry, most 
recently assistant to the vice-president! 
and comptroller, has been with the C. o! 
Ga. almost 40 years. 


The Missouri-Illinois Railroad Co., has 
made Earland Sandstrom general eastern 
agent at New York, succeeding Hugo A. 
Franke. Mr. Sandstrom assumed his new 
duties January 1. 


Glenn W. Curtis, superintendent of the 
western division of the Western Pacific 
Railroad, has retired after more than 
47 years of service. 


James B. Norris, chief claim agen! 0! 
the Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail- 
road, has retired after 41 years of serv- 
ice and has been succeeded by William 
G. Norman, heretofore claim agent 4! 
Chicago. Howard H. Olmsted, general 
agent at Detroit, has been promoted 
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DAILY SCHEDULES TO PRIN Bat 
CITIES FROM COAST TO CQ&S 


eronartee 


the blue chip gamble that paid off 


...and paid off for you, the shipper! 
, 


ae 


We're referring to the TIME schedule, for, when it 
was first published two years ago, it was a definite 
gamble. 

No one had ever heard of such a thing in the 
trucking industry—many felt the idea of sched- 
uled service was impossible. 

But we.tested it and. proved it and today, TIME 
is still the only Carrier offering you scheduled 
service. 

A gamble, but it really paid off for you, the 
shipper. 


r.1.M.E. 


INCORPORATED 


GENERAL OF MCES, FO. BOX 118G, LUBBOCK, TEHAS 






Terminais: Sales Offices: a 
Los Angeles « Phoenix *« Tucson « El Paso « Hobbs * Lubbock Washington, D. C.—303 Professional Bidg., Courthouse Sq., ri 
Oklahoma City « Tulsa « Little Rock « Memphis « Atlanta Arlington 1, Va., Jackson 7-6242 FH 
Cincinnati « Evansville * Nashville « Humboldt « Paris, Tenn. « St. Louis New York—621 5th Ave., New York City, OXford 7-2189 








Cell Stations: Jackson, Tenn., Phone 2-1606 « Las Cruces, New Mexico, JAckson 6-2249 
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Pilot Freight Carriers 


GENERAL OFFICES — WINSTON SALEM. N.C 


saaiieed SERVICE! 


a 


TWAAIR 
FREIGHT 


Only TWA offers fast, one-airline service 
between 65 U. S. cities and 23 world 


markets abroad. Ship door-to-door. One 


WL 


TRANS WORLD Ainiimes 


billing. Call TWA today. 


All TWA flights carry Air Mail, 
Air Freight and—in the U.S.— 
Air Express 





general freight agent at Chicago, suc- 
ceeding William L. Burke, retired. B. 
A. Logan, formerly freight traffic repre- 
sentative at Los Angeles for the Grand 
Trunk Western Railroad, has been ap- 
pointed general agent at Los Angeles. 
Mr. Norman, before joining the C. & E. 
I. last year, was southeastern representa- 
tive for the Association of American 
Railroads. 


For the Minneapolis & St. Louis Rail- 
way Co., D. L. MceCaughan has been pro- 
moted from assistant freight traffic man- 
ager at Chicago to freight traffic man- 
ager there. E. G. Gustafson, resident 
vice-president at Chicago, retired De- 
cember 31 after more than 45 years of 
service. 


Effective January 16, Mac R. Neal 
became commercial agent at Mont- 
gomery, Ala., and Harold W. Diffender- 
fer became traveling freight agent, with 
headquarters at Atlanta, for the At- 
lanta & West Point Rail Road Co., the 
Western Railway of Alabama and the 
Georgia Railroad. Mr. Diffenderfer for- 
merly was traveling passenger agent. 


F. H. Coyne has been appointed as- 
sistant secretary and asistant to auditor 
of the Southern Pacific Lines in Texas 
and Louisiana, succeeding M. L. Bush, 
who retired November 30 after more 
than 37 years of service. Ray Kirkland, 
formerly manager of press relations for 
the Southern Pacific Lines, has been 
made special representative-publications, 
with headquarters remaining in Hous- 
ton. 


O. O. Waggener, assistant director of 
the department of industry and agri- 
culture of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad Co., has become direc- 
tor, succeeding J. B. Lamson, who re- 
tired after more than 45 years with the 
railroad. 


Motor—— 


Edward P. Kinnisten has been ap- 
pointed a regional sales manager of the 
Interstate Motor Freight System. Before 
joining the company two years ago as 
salesman and sales supervisor at Chi- 
cago, Mr. Kinnisten had been with the 
Acme Fast Freight Co., the Lifschultz 
Fast Freight Co., Mid-States Freight 
Lines, R.T.C. Carloading and P and A 
Shippers. 


Two district managem for Spector— 
Mid-States, Edward Minick and Edward 
Latimer, have been promoted to new re- 
gional manager positions. Mr. Minick, 
formerly manager of the middle Atlantic 
district, becomes eastern regional man- 
ager. Mr. Latimer, southwest district 
manager, becomes western regional man- 
ager. 


Daley’s Blue Line Transfer Co. has 
appointed R. A. Aufiero as sales manager. 
He has been in the motor carrier field 
15 years. 


F. L. (Pat) O’Brien has been made 
division manager at Des Moines for 
General Expressways System. The last 
17 years he was with the Watson Bros. 
Trucking Co. 


Pilot Freight Carriers, Inc., has ap- 
pointed H. J. Bower as director of main- 
tenance. Mr. Bower, who has been in 
the truck maintenance field 20 years, 
formerly was associated with the Dia- 
mond T Motor Car Co. and the truck 
division of the International Harvester 
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headquarters will be at Win- 


n, N. C. 

I ening of a new sales office at 
H i Park, Ill. and the appoint- 
" { Fred Dickinson as manager and 
Selma M. Peck as assistant have been 
a ed by National Van Lines, Inc. 
M kinson has been on National’s 


ale iff three and a half years. 


promotions have been announced 

Hudson Transportation Co. Sol J. 
Seelenfreund moves up from sales and 
raff manager to vice-president in 
har of sales and traffic. Morris H. 
Goodman, a dispatcher, becomes terminal 
manager. Both have been with Hudson 
Ince 1954 


The Gateway Transportation Co. has 
ynnounced the election of Robert Johns 
nd Joseph Ludden to the board of di- 

and the promotions of Richard 

Sherer to director of operations, William 
Lash to western division manager and 
Edward Brooks to central division oper- 
manager. Also, the company has 
stablished a new department of research 

i development, which will be headed 

Clifton Johnston. 


Pacific Intermountain Express has ap- 
inted L. R. Toburen as Pacific regional 
erations manager, with headquarters 
t Oakland, Calif. Mr. Toburen joined 
PILE. in 1949. Since 1952 he has been 
rector of dispatching. 


The appointment of Francis J. (Frank) 
Foley as district sales manager for the 
rea covered by its terminal at Framing- 
am, Mass., has been announced by the 

unch Motor Express Co 


Air—— 
Braniff Airways, Inc., has appointed 
Don Robertson as sales representative at 
lon, Panama. He was formerly as- 
lated with the Rohr Aircraft Corp. 
the Department of Health, Educa- 
ind Welfare 


The appointment of S. J. Ronnie as 
ministrative assistant to the director 
the military bureau of the Air Traffic 
nference of the Air Transport Asso- 
ition of America has been announced 
the A. T. A. of A. Mr. Ronnie joined 
military bureau in 1951 after being 
Eastern Air Lines, Inc., for five 
He had served as manager of the 

op movement section of the bureau. 





Water—— 


The Union Barge Line Corp. has ap- 
nted Arthur F. Menzemer, Jr., as gen- 
lagent at its new office at Cincinnati. 
Menzemer joined United Barge in 
2 and has been a traffic representa- 
Prior to 1952 he was with the Jones 
* Laughlin Steel Corp. and the Lock- 
t Iron & Steel Co. 


Others—— 


Harold Waltz has been appointed sales 
Manager for the Los Angeles territory of 
¢ International Forwarding Co. 


=- BT 
OBITUARIES 
TT 


Au ustine Ridenour Ayers, 79, retired 
sheral manager of the Nickel Plate 
“ad died January 15 at Cleveland. 





no co 


John M. Buckley, 64, consulting engi- 
“er ‘or the Department of Marine and 
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COYLI SAYS: 


relax when you ship 


by Coyle 


23 Modern Dry 
Cargo Barges 


always on the 


Canal!” 


‘ 


COYLE LINES 


INCORPORATED 
MAIN OFFICE: P.O. BOX 6056 @ NEW ORLEANS 14, LA 
TEXAS DIV.: 1814 W. CAPITOL AVE. © HOUSTON 10, TEX 


FUNDAMENTALS OF FREIGHT TRAFFIC 


The new editions of these popular texts and reference books 


have been completely revised. 
Vol. 1—RAILROAD FREIGHT CLASSIFICATION, RATES & SERVICES. . . $3.00 
Vol. 2—RAILROAD FREIGHT RATE STRUCTURE . $3.00 
Vol. 3—-FREIGHT SERVICE & RATES—Water, Highway, Air, Pipe Line, 
Forwarder 
Vol. 4—FREIGHT SHIPPING DOCUMENTS & CLAIMS 
COMPLETE SET OF 4 VOLUMES 


Book Department, The Traffic Service Corporation 
815 Washington Bidg., Washington 5, D. C. 





Pictured is Port of Los Angeles’ new $4,000,000 super 
tanker wharf to be completed by 1959. The world’s 
largest oil tankers will discharge 1,200,000 
gallons of crude oil per hour through 
an ingenious pipe system. 





Diagrammatic aerial view 





are 


BERNARD J. CAUGHLIN, General Manager + J). F. PARKINSON, Traffic Manager 
Room 1300, CITY HALL, LOS ANGELES 12, CALIF. 
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1949, died January 18 at Teaneck, NJ as an engineer with the Army Corp 
Before joining the city government Mr Engineers 


Traffic Clubs 





The fortieth annual dinner of the  Inc., first vice-president; James S. Rya 
Traffic Club of the Greater Providence vice-president of Service Drayage Co 


February 6 in the Narragansett hotel Stetfelt, assistant traffic manager 









The following officers were installed 
January 25 at the annual inauguration 
and dinner-dance of the San Francisco 
Traffic Club: Howard Haage, of the Na- Co. DeWitt 
tional Can Co., president; William Doyle, ~~ 
of the Tidewater Oil Co., vice-president 








of the Continental Can Co., In 
Miguel Gomez, Jr., traffic representatiy 










Co., secretary, and Victor Beard, of Stan- 


board members were Alvin Hipshman 
chairman, and Lou Anzore, Bob Arm- 
strong, Fred Bergold, Searl Collins 
George Constable, Larry DeSeguirant 
John Ireland, Dan Mahoney, Dick Meek 
and Harry Stark. 






Members of the Hartford (Conn.) Traf- hem, partner in the Pan American Shi 













New Leaders of Corpus Christi Traffic Group 


dent; Bob Lee, of the Corpus Christi Transfer Co., first vice-president; Mrs. Anne Wilson, of 
Watson Transfer & Storage Co, treasurer; T. D. Sexton, of Richard Bugg & Co., secretary 

L. C. Paulsen, of the Corn Products Refining Co., second vice-president. Directors are Earl Hod 
of the Reynolds Metals Co.; William Breath, of the Lykes Brothers Steamship Co, and Ch 
Hobbs, of the Alamo Express Co. 





TRAFFIC Wor 


Aviation of the City of New York since Buckley had spent more than 25 year 


(R.I.) Chamber of Commerce will be held Inc., second vice-president; Chester C 
‘ 


The annual meeting will be held that States Marine-Isthmian Agency, Inc. 


afternoon in the hotel for the purpose’ third vice-president; Rene J. Pigeor 
of submission of reports and election office manager of E. P. Rivas, Inc., secre 
of officers. tary, and Edward A, Winter, traffic man 


ager of the reserve division of the Na- 
tional Sugar Refining Co., treasurer. Ney 
directors are: Erwin A. Caswell, manager 
of warehousing of the Maison Blanche 
Calcote, traffic manage 


Frank Johnston, of the Southern Pacific o¢ smith & Johnson, Inc.: Al C. Wilde 


traffic manager of Hansen, Tidemann & 
ley Rosenthal Co., treasurer. Installed as paiton SS. Co., Inc.; U. J. Burvant, gen 
eral freight agent of the Southern Rail 
way System; Joseph J. Lee, commercial! 
freight agent of the Louisiana & Ar- 
kansas-Kansas City Southern Lines 
Ladner J. Barberot, manager of Judsor 
Sheldon International; Harold L. Boi- 
fic Club, at their annual dinner February !98 Co.; Edmund H. Keller, commercial 
13, will hear a talk by Frank W. Lovejoy, TePresentative of Dixie Highway Express 
sales executive of the Socony Mobil Oi] Ic-; Jay Weil, Jr., president of the Gul! 
Co.. New York. The dinner will be in Shipside Storage Corp., and Lawrence E 
the Hote] Bond. Barry, of the Waterway Terminals Corp 


The following officers have been The speaker at the thirty-seventh an 
elected by the Traffic Club of New Or- nual dinner of the Transportation Club 
leans for the coming year: Roy J. Dupre of St. Paul (Minn.) will be Harry A 
general agent of the Chicago & Eastern Stuhldreher, assistant to the vice-presi- 
Illinois Railroad, president; William S dent of the United States Steel Corp 
App, president of App Dixie Forwarders, Mr. Stuhldreher formerly was a football 
























































t 





































































The new officers of the Corpus Christi (Tex.) Traffic Association get together after their recent 
installation. They are (left to right): Clyde Corcoran, of the Southern Pacific Transport Co., pre 
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player for Notre Dame and was football 

coach at the University of Wisconsin. 

The dinner will be held February 4 in 
Prom Ballroom. 


ie initial meeting of the year of the 
Grand Rapids (Mich) Transportation 
Club was held January 23. Through the 
rtesy of the Matson Navigation Co., 

1 film, “Destination Hawaii,” was shown 


rhe Traffic Club of Washington, D.C., 
will have its fifty-first annual dinner on 
February 12 in the Statler hotel. The 
speaker is to be Dr. Alfred P. Haake, 

sored by the General Motors Corp. 


Delta 
Nu Alpha 


The Hampton Roads (Va.) Chapter 
No. 51 of the Delta Nu Alpha Transporta- 
tion Fraternity, Inc., held its regular 


nonthly meeting on January 9 at Nor- | 


folk, Va. Blair P. Wakefield, director of 
the bureau of transportation of the Vir- 
ginia State Ports Authority, spoke on 
the “North Atlantic Port Differential 
tase, I. and S. Docket 6615.” 


Eleven members were initiated by the 
Boston Chapter No. 49 of the Delta Nu 
\lpha Transportation Fraternity, Inc., at 
its regular monthly meeting January 15. 
4 discussion was conducted by John 
Lynch, traffic manager of the General 
Radio Co., Cambridge, Mass. 


The Chesapeake (Md.) Chapter No. 23 
of the Delta Nu Alpha Transportation 
Fraternity, Inc., met January 9 at the 
University of Baltimore. The members 
heard a talk on industrial traffic man- 
agement by one of the chapter members, 
Joseph Quinn, traffic manager of the 
Kaiser Aluminum and Chemical Sales 


V0 










These new officers have been elected 
ty the University of Texas Chapter No. 
{lof the Delta Nu Alpha Transportation 
Fraternity, Inc.: B. G. Dudley, president; 
Don E. Zimpfer, vice-president; Knox 
Clark, secretary; James E. Wingfield, 
Weasurer, and Lias B. Steen, B.B.A. 
council member. 


The operations of freight bureaus were 
explained to members of the Fort Worth 
Tex.) Chapter No. 60 of the Delta Nu 
Alpha Transportation Fraternity, Inc., at 
their monthly meeting January 16. The 
seakers were W. A. Blank, retired gen- 
freight agent of the Fort Worth & 
Wenver Railroad, and C. L. Williamson, 
usistant general freight agent of that 
road at Fort Worth. A matter of 
Wwrent interest in the transportation 
meld will be discussed by a panel of 
eight experts at a meeting of the chap- 
ft on February 20, members were ad- 
sei by W. C. T. Utley, traffic manager 
ti Sid Richardson Industries, Fort 
Worth. 


The regular monthly meeting of the 
os Angeles Chapter No. 116 of the Welta 
« Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
he, took place January 13. The educa- 
‘one 1 committee chairman, Gayne Burke, 
ithe Richfield Oil. Co., presented a pro- 
fan. featuring talks by Paul Rahe, traf- 
¢ manager of the Fluor Corp., and 



























W.S. York, of the North American Avia- 
tion Corp. Mr. Rahe discussed his recent 
tour of Europe and his flight over the 
polar route. Mr. York outlined functions 
of the traffic department of North 
American. 


Members of the Bronx (N.Y.) Chapter 





111 


No. 64 of the Delta Nu Alpha Transpor- 
tation Fraternity, Inc., at a meeting Jan- 
uary 14, heard a talk by Maxwell Powell, 
second national vice-president. His topic 
was “Recent Transportation Legislation.” 
The chapter has set February 11 for its 
second annual “Ladies’ Night,” which 
will be a dinner-dance. 








CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


When answering ads please address as follows: Box —— Traffic World, 815 Washington 
Building, Washington 5, D.C. Rates: reader ads, $1.00 a line (approximately 5 words), 
minimum three lines. Display ads, $15.00 a column inch. 


Classified Advertisements Payable in Advance 








in Help Wanted 


ASSISTANT TO GENERAL TRAFFIC MAN- 
AGER—Large industrial concern in New Eng- 
land. Must have I.C.C. license. At least two 
(2) years college education. Seven years 
general traffic experience. Fine personality. 
Good speaker About 35-40 years of age. 
Splendid opportunity. Write giving com- 
plete details to Box Number 1130 


MANAGER 


Young man wanted in Philadel- 
phia to actively manage Terminal 
and operations in that area for 


a growing New England-Middle 
Atlantic Carrier. Duties will also 
require some sales work in the 
area. Reply to Box 1131. 





Situations Wanted 
TRAFFIC POSITION.—Rail or Industry. 6 
years rail experience, 4 years TM Soybean 


processor and feed mill. Age 36. Will relo- 
cate. Available Feb. Ist. Write Box 1132. 


ATTORNEY PRACTITIONER.—Trafiic Man- 
ager or Assistant for industry or trade asso- 
ciation. 10 years industrial and carrier ex- 
perience. 30 years old. Will relocate. Write 
Box 1133. chee Ae oe 

TOP-FLIGHT MAN will be available as result 
of merger. Well balanced 22 yr. traffic back- 
ground with emphasis on management of 
C. of C. traffic dept. Top references. Age 











Educational Books and Courses 


1.C. PRACTITIONERS. The only practical 
authentic I.C. law course available by mail. 
Restricted to Attorneys, Practitioners or 
those qualified to prepare for practice. 
cludes Freight Forwarder Act. COLLEGE OF 
ADVANCED TRAFFIC, 404 State-Madison 
Bidg., 22 West Madison St., Chicago 2, Ill. 


LAW OF FREIGHT LOSS AND DAMAGE 
CLAIMS—$8.00. This widely acclaimed com- 
pletely new, concise and accurate guide is 
designed to help the “Industrial Traffic 
Manager” determine carrier liability . .. to 
help the “Carrier Claim Adjuster” deter- 
mine the extent of legal liability—This new 
rellable guide is for those who have any- 
thing to do with liability in transportation. 
It is written by John M. Miller, Attorney 
and Secretary A.T.A. Freight Claim Council. 
The author, a recognized authority in this 
specialized field, has examined and carefully 
reviewed over twenty thousand claims filed 
with carriers and each of these claims was 
in controversy. This experience has enabled 
him to select material for this volume 
which will unquestionably provide assistance 
in handling the vast majority of transpor- 


In- 


| tation claims. This beautifully cloth bound 


book contains 632 pages. Order your copy 
today on 15 days’ approval. If not com- 
pletely satisfied your $8.00 refunded. Wm. 
Cc. Brown Company, Publishers, 915 Main 
Street, Dubuque, Iowa. 


WHEN DOES TITLE PASS. $6.50. This com- 
pletely new book covers the Passage of Title 
from Shipper to Consignee and explains who 
has the risk of loss or damage in Transpor- 
tation. It is written by Thomas G. Bugan, 





| Attorney at Law, Chicago, Illinois. A recog- 


41. ASTT certified and Practitioner now in | 


midwest location. 
write Box 1134. 


TRAFFIC MANAGER.—32, desires position 
with opportunity for advancement. 10 yrs. 
rail & multi-plant exp. MBA & BA degrees. 
$10,000 min. Write Box 1135. 


TRANSPORTATION ECONOMIST & CON- 
SULTANT.—All modes, experienced rate- 
level, rate, route cases; carrier costs, loca- 
tional problems. Desires position with car- 
rier, industry, or association. Degree with 
graduate work, ICC Practitioner, Age 39. 
Write Box 1136. 


For resume and details, 








: For Sale 

7 Pullman Cars 

Air Conditioned 
INTER-CHANGE CONDITION 


Write or Wire for Information 


and Prices. 


SONKEN-GALAMBA 
CORPORATION 
2nd & Riverview (X-338) 


Kansas City 18, Kansas 
ATwater 1-9305 





nized authority in the field of transporta- 
tion, as well as a widely known Tax At- 
torney, Mr. Bugan presents the facts and 
the law in non-technical, easy-to-under- 
stand language. This 515 page, cloth bound 
book contains 500 illustrative cases together 
with Definitions of F.O.B., Bailments, Prop- 
erty, Sales, Title and Others. Order your 
copy today on 15 days’ approval. If not 
completely satisfied your $6.50 refunded 
Wm. C. Brown Company publishers. 915 
Main Street, Dubuque, lowa. 


eC nO LL eee 


AIR FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION by G. 
LLOYD WILSON, 50 CENTS 


This booklet describes the developments 
and problems of air freight from its be- 
The Traffic Service Corp., 815 
Washington Bidg., Washington 5, D. C. 


ginnings. 


TRAFFIC LAW AND PROCEDURE 
By G. LLOYD WILSON 


Comprehensive books, understandable by 
the layman or practitioner, on law and 


regulation as applied to traffic and trans- 


portation. Vol. 1—Services, $3.00; Vol. 
2—Rates, $3.25; Complete set . . . $6.00. 
The Traffic Service Corporation, 815 
Washington Bidg., Washington 5, D. C. 
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From TRAFFIC WORLD, 
January 28, 1933 


President-Elect Roosevelt was 
reported favorably considering a 
for reorganizing the 
Commission so that it would reg- 
ulate railroads, motor carriers, 
pipelines, air carriers and coast- 
wise and inland water carriers. 

* 
agricultural, lumber 
and bituminous coal organizations 
filed with the Commission what 
they called a “memorial petition” 
asking that agency to make a gen- 
eral reduction of freight rates on 
basic commodities. They alleged 
that the existence of a serious 
public emergency in the basic in- 


proposal 


Sev eral 


dustries, aggravated by unreason- 
ably high freight rates, consti- 


tuted a barrier to the revival of 


* 

Class I railroads installed 
fewer freight cars in service in 
1932 than in any year since 1923, 
the first in which records 
were kept, the American Railway 
Association said. The association 
said the 2,968 cars put in service 
in 1932 compared with 196,336 
in 1923. 


yea! 


* 

The number of commercial ves- 
sels transiting the Panama Canal 
in 1932 aggregated 4,367 and the 
total tolls collection amounted to 
$19,685,671. The trafic was 
said to be the low est tora calen- 
dar year since 1922. Cargo traf- 
fic on the Welland Canal set a 
new record in 1932—8,535,641 
tons, as against the previous rec- 


ord of 7,439,617 in 1928. 
* 
“The time has come for the 


government to give American 
shipping a chance for its life,” 
said Lewis Luckenbach, vice-pres- 
ident of the Luckenbach Steam- 
ship Lines. “It can do this by 
retiring from direct competition 
with our shipping industry, thus 
eliminating some of the contra- 
dictory and conditions 
with which our shipowners now 
are surrounded.” 


unfair 







TRAFFIC Wow 






TRAFFIC DATES 


JANUARY 


29-30—Northwest Shippers 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

30-31—Private Truck Council of America (annual 
convention), Philadelphia, Pa. 





27—National Conference of Non-Profit 


ping Associations annual meeting 


v 
Board, Washington, D.C 


27-28—Chicago World Trade Conference (ann 
meeting), Chicago, Ill. 


MARCH 


Coast 


Advisory 






FEBRUARY 


6-7—Pacific Shippers Advisory Boar 























9-11—Mississippi Valley Association (annual San Francisco. 
meeting), St. Louis, Mo. 12-13—New England Shippers Advisory Boor 
13—National Association of Railroad and Hartford, Conn 
Utilities Commissioners (executive meet 12-13—Southeast Shippers Advisory Board, 8 
ing), Washington, D.C. loxi, Miss. 
25—National Transportation Outlook Confer- 13-14—Pacific Northwest Advisory Board, Po 
ence, Washington, D.C land, Ore 










Annual Dinner Dates of Traffic Clubs 


JANUARY 












13—Transportation Club of Peoria, Peoria, | 








28—Maine Traffic Club, Portland, Me. 


29—Denver Traffic 
Colo. 


13—Miami Valley Traffic Club, Dayton, O 
Traffic 













Commercial 13—Women’s 


ville, Ky. 


Club, Denver, Club of Louisville, Louis 





13—Hartford 
Conn 


30—Empire State Highway Transportation Asso- 


Transportation Club, 
ciation, Inc., New York, N.Y. 


Hartfor 


30—Traffic Club of Newark, Newark, N J. 







14—Polk County Traffic Club, Lakeland, Fla 
30—Traffic Club of Lansing, Lansing, Mich 


FEBRUARY 














14—Tronsportation Club of Atlanta, Atlanta, Go 






18—Birmingham Traffic & Transportation C 
tnc., Birmingham, Alo 






2—Traffic Club of Denver, Denver, Colo. 19—Women’s Traffic Club of Harrisburg, Harr 


burg, Pa. 
4—Traffic Club of 


Md. 





Baltimore, Inc., Baltimore, 





20—Traffic Club of New York, 
N.Y 


22—Phoenix Traffic Club, Phoenix, Ariz 


Inc., New York 







4—Transportation Club of St. Paul, St. 
Minn. 


Paul, 





22—Women’s Traffic Club of Memphis, Memph 
Tenn. 


6—KY-O-VA Traffic Club, Huntington, W.Va. 


























6—Traffic Club of Cleveland, Cleveland, O. 26—Traffic Club of Sandusky, Sandusky, O 








6—Traffic Club of Kansas City, Inc., Kansas a7—Ouahe Wells Cub, inc, Ousks 
City, Mo. 
rualioee MARCH 

6—Traffic Club of the Greater Providence a lente 
Chamber of Commerce, Providence, R.1. 3—Traffic Club of Wilmington, Inc., Wilmi 


Del. 





ton, 





6—Transportation Club of the Rochester 


6—Reading Traffic Club, Inc., Reading, Po 
Chamber of Commerce, Rochester, N.Y. 


11 





Women’s Traffic Club of Reading, Readin 
Pa. 






7—Northeast Mississippi 
Miss. 


Traffic Club, Tupelo, 





11—Lorain County Transportation 


Elyria, O. 
13—Traffic Club of Brooklyn, Inc 


Club, In 








7—Tri-County Traffic Club of Suffolk, Suffolk, 


Va. ’ Brooklyn 


13—Women’s Traffic Club of Trenton, Trento 
NJ. 


15—Women’'s Traffic Club of Greater 
City, Kansas City, Mo. 


8—Traffic Club of Galveston, Texas City, Tex 





11—Women’s Traffic Club of Philadelphia, Phil- 


Kans 
adelphia, Pa. 

















11—Cincinnati Traffic Club, Cincinnati, O. 17—Traffic Club of the Lehigh Valley, Easton, Ps 






17—Montgomery Traffic & Transportation Clu 


12—Traffic Club of Washington, D.C., Inc., Wash- Montgomery, Ala. 


ington, D.C. 





17—Women’s Traffic Club of the Lehigh Valle 


12—High Point Traffic and Transportation Club, Allentown, Pa. 


High Point, N.C. 







19—Traffic Club of Rome, Rome, N.Y. 


13—Traffic Club of Chicago, Chicago, Ill. 20—Fox Valley Traffic Club, Aurora, Ill 
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A Ship Leaves 


Hampton Roads for 
Major World Ports! 





HAMPTON ROADS: 


Richmond. 


Ships sail from the Ports of Virginia every 60 


minutes . . . 126 steamship lines with regular 


sailings to 286 World ports. 


Major trunkline railroads serve these World- 
famous ports. . . hundreds of truck lines. 


Using Virginia’s dependable ports means 


money in your pockets. . 


Let us show you — no matter what you export 


or import. 


CONTACT ANY OF THESE OFFICES... 


NEW YORK 
52 BROADWAY 
New York 4, N. Y 
Phone: Digby 4-5650 


Newport News, 
Norfolk, Portsmouth and South Norfolk. 


RIVER PORTS: Alexandria, Hopewell and 


. and time saved, too. 


EVERY 60 MINUTE 


Sprinkler-Protected Warehousing 
Favorable Overall Time and Cost Factors 
Shipside Packaging Services | 


Heavy Lift Cranes — Capacity to 90 
Net Tons 


Liquids Handling Facilities 
Fumigation Chambers | 


e@ Shipside Grain Storage — 4,000,000 
Bushel Capacity 


e Ample Foreign Banking Service 








e 18 Permanent Foreign Consulates 


CHICAGO 
327 So. La Salle St 
Chicago 4, Illinois 


Phone: WAbash 2-2122 


SAAT tamenown * A> ++ OR DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF COMMERCE 


Virginia State Ports Authority 


254 GRANBY ST., NORFOLK 10, VA. 
Phone MAdison 2-1671 


VRGINGA 

ow me, 

. i 
“iyo 


fg 
= ee 


EUROPE 


Virginia House 

140 Avenue Franklin Roosevelt 
Brussels, Belgium 

Phone: 48.05.51 

Cable: VASTPORTS, Brussels 





“ROLLER FREIGHT” ENDS THE NO. 1 
CAUSE OF FREIGHT TRAIN DELAYS 


Vi RY vear, over 125,000 freight trains have to sto 
en route and drop off cars tor repairs All fon the san 

reason. Hot boxes—railroaders’ term for overheated tri Lio 
bearmgs 

But thre railroads are heliting thre battle agaist thre hot box 
problem—No 1 cause of fremeht tram delavs. Already 6] 
railroads and other freight car owners are gome “Roller 
Frevght”’—mouyting more and more frerht cars on Timken 
tapered roller bearings 

“Roller Frereht” makes vour shipments laster, more de- 
pendable Phat’s because Timken bearings ro// the load, 
don’t slide it as friction bearings do. And “Roller Freight” 
speeds your shipments through termimals. You can inspect 
Pimken bearings pust by touching them for temperature— 
cut termimal bearing mspection time 90% What's more, 
Fimken roller bearings make possible jolt-free starts because 
they cut starting resistance SS’,—cut di re to lading. 

By helping the railroads eliminate the hot box proble: 
‘Roller Frenght” gives you speedier, more rela 
service than ever before. That’s Better-ness. Tl 
an American conviction Unat “wood cnoug 6g 
still more Better-ness to Come as more and 
go “Roller Freight” because Better-ness rolls 
bearings. Uh unken Roller Bearing Cor ipany, ¢ 
Ohio. Canadian plant: St. Thomas, Ontario, Cable 


*“Timrosco”, 


—_ 
os 


- 


' 


ees 


61 railroads and other freight car owners now have over 24,500 “Roller Freight” cars in service or on ord 


THIS IS BETTER-ness .. . America is for it 


and TI MKEN bearings help you get it 





